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Mendez, Gayla

From: McTeerToney, Heather

Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2014 11:05 AM
To: Jenkins, Brandi

Subject: Re: Petition to test soil in Tarrant

Ok

Heather Toney

Region 4 RA

On Aug 20, 2014, at 11:01 AM, "Jenkins, Brandi" <Jenkins.Brandi@epa.gov> wrote:

Information Redacted pursuant to
.U section 552 (6)(5), Exemption 5,
Goverintra Apeney Document

SpecificPrivilege: ,M-MQ Q *D

From: Kirsten Bryant mailto:kirsten@gaspgroup.org]

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:33 AM

To: McTeerToney, Heather

Cc: Jenkins, Brandi; Davis, Anita; stacie@gaspgroup.org: Michael Hansen
Subject: Petition to test soil in Tarrant

Hi Administrator McTeer-Toney,

I 'am writing to inquire about the status of the petition submitted a few weeks ago requesting

EPA to test soil in Tarrant, Alabama where ABC Coke, one of the potential responsible parties
for the 35th Avenue Superfund site, is located.

Many residents in Tarrant experience similar problems as those living in the 35th Avenue
Superfund site - soot covered homes and property, complaints about odors, and breathing
difficulties.

Please let us know the timeline for EPA's response.

Thank you for your attention to this serious matter.
1



-Kirsten

Kirsten G. Bryant

732 Montgomery Hwy #405
Birmingham, AL 35216
205-541-3746
GASPgroup.org

GASP on Twitter

GASP on Facebook
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From: Heard, Anne
Sent: , Monday, August 25, 2014 9:56 AM
To: Davis, Anita;Banister, Beverly
Subject: FW: Request for air monitoring
Attachments: 08222014 Air Monitoring Request.pdf

Information Redacted pursunnt i
5 U.5.C. Section 552 ()5}, Exempiicn o,
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From: Jenkins, Brandi

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 9:38 AM

To: Heard, Anne; HicksWhite, Javoyne; Simon, Suganthi
Subject: FW: Request for air monitoring

FYI

Brandi J. Jenkins, Special Assistant

Office of the Regional Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region 4
61 Forsyth St., SW

Atlanta, GA 30319

office: (404) 562-9124

mobile: (678) 575-2148

fax: (404) 562-9961

From: Kirsten Bryant <kirsten@gaspgroup.org>

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 8:04 AM

To: Banister, Beverly

Cc: stacie@gaspgroup.org; Jenkins, Brandi; McTeerToney, Heather; Ceron, Heather; Davis, Anita; Peurifoy, Cynthia;
Tennessee, Denise; Chester Wallace; Thurman Thomas; Reverend E. O. Jackson; Michael Hansen; Jones Monday
Subject: Request for air monitoring

Good morning. Please see our attached request for additional air monitoring.

As the recent ASTDR report stated, the air in the northern Birmingham communities is not healthy. In addition, the
greater Birmingham area is consistently ranked with some of the dirtiest air in the nation.

Thank you for your attention to this important matter. We look forward to hearing from you soon.
Sincerely,

Kirsten

Kirsten G. Bryant
Outreach Director
732 Montgomery Hwy #405



Birmingham, AL 35216
205-541-3746
GASPgroup.org

GASP on Twitter

GASP on Facebook




; 732 Montgomery Highway #405
Birmingham, AL 35216
gaspgroup.org

August 22, 2014

Beverly Banister

Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Dear Ms. Banister,

The purpose of this letter is to request additional air monitoring for the communities in north
Birmingham including: Fairmont, Collegeville, Harriman Park, North Birmingham and Tarrant.
Specifically, GASP is requesting air monitoring of both ambient air quality and fugitive emissions from
Drummond’s ABC Coke plant and Walter Energy’s Walter Coke plant utilizing the Differential
Absorption Lidar system referred to as DIAL.

According to EPA’s own analysis, the risk of cancer from air toxics is significantly higher in the northern
Birmingham communities, warranting comprehensive air monitoring to determine the extent of human
exposure to both hazardous air pollutants and particulate pollutants. In addition, ATSDR’s recent
analysis states that exposure to carcinogens exceeds EPA’s acceptable risk levels and far exceeds the
Jefferson County Board of Health's acceptable risk levels.

The two largest contributors of toxic air pollution according to self-reported data are ABC Coke and
Walter Coke. Their fugitive emissions should be monitored directly. In partnership with the state of
New York, EPA required this monitoring of Tonawanda Coke, which revealed false emissions reporting
and an underestimation of human exposure to benzene. We need this testing in Jefferson County,
Alabama.

In addition to lax or absent regulatory oversight of these industries surrounded by residential
neighborhoods, there has not been a detailed, health assessment of these communities. The Jefferson
County Department of Health has insufficient data to demonstrate how decades of exposure to toxics
and particulates have affected residents. The testimonies of chronic illness including cancer, heart and
respiratory diseases demonstrate there is a serious problem. Houses and property routinely covered in
black soot are on display daily.

The suffering in north Birmingham communities is an environmental injustice. Additional monitoring is
required to reverse the disproportionate burden of air pollution in these communities. On a larger

scale, Birmingham has some of the dirtiest air in the nation. Addressing these facilities will improve the
air quality for the entire region.

Sincerely,
e i, ,,/,:.‘) s
i T

Kirsten Bryant

Outreach Director
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Mendez, Gayla '
From: Davis, Anita
Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 1:12 PM
To: Taylor, Dawn;Rigger, Don
Subject: RE: OGC/HQs position re def of site for 35th FW: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition

The information that ABC submitted is flawed in that it does not take into consideration documented historical
releases and violations from their facility that we have documented.

From: Taylor, Dawn

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 1:01 PM

To: Rigger, Don; Davis, Anita

Subject: OGC/HQs position re def of site for 35th FW: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition

See below

From: Myers, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 11:42 AM
To: Wendel, Jennifer; Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Myers, Robert

Subject: FW: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition

FYI

From: Taylor, Dawn

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 10:57 AM
To: Wendel, Jennifer; Howard, Ralph

Subject: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition
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From: XeroxMFD@epa.gov [mailto:XeroxMFD@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 10:06 AM

To: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Device

Please open the attached document. It was scanned and sent to you using a Xerox Multifunction Device.
Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page

Multifunction Device Location: Room 11T35, 11th Floor, 61 Forsyth St, Atlanta, GA
Device Name: r4-1101-xerox265

For more information on Xerox products and solutions, please visit http://www.xerox.com
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From: Davis, Anita
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Wendel, Jennifer
Subject: P P terimaiion Ke
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Region 4, Superfund Division

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 4:56 PM
To: Davis, Anita

Subject: RE: PA Petition for Tarrant

information Redacted pursuant 1o
51.S.C. Section 532 (h)(5). Exemption 5,
Privileged Inter/Intra Agency Document

SpecificPrivilege:

From: Brown, Stephanie Y

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:30 PM

To: William Parker

Cc: Jones-Johnson, Shea; Newman, Keriema; Wendel, Jennifer; Davis, Anita
Subject: PA Petition for Tarrant

Importance: High

Mr. Parker:
As requested, please find attached the Petition for PA. If you have any questions, please let us know.

Thank you.

Stephanie Yvette Brown

Public Affairs Specialist

U.S. EPA Region 4

Superfund Division

Office of Superfund Public Affairs and Outreach

404-562-8450 (voice)

404-562-8084 (fax)

1-877-718-3752 (toll free)

brown.stephaniey@epa.gov

"Despite everything, 1 still believe that people are really good at heart!" Anne Frank
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Mendez, Gayla
From: Wendel, Jennifer
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 4:56 PM
To: Davis, Anita
Subject: RE: PA Petition for Tarrant
Importance: High
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From: Brown, stepnanie Y
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:30 PM

To: William Parker

Cc: Jones-Johnson, Shea; Newman, Keriema; Wendel, Jennifer; Davis, Anita
Subject: PA Petition for Tarrant

Importance: High

Mr. Parker:
As requested, please find attached the Petition for PA. If you have any questions, please let us know.

Thank you.

Stephanie Yvette Brown

Public Affairs Specialist

U.S. EPA Region 4

Superfund Division

Office of Superfund Public Affairs and Outreach

404-562-8450 (voice)

404-562-8084 (fax)

1-877-718-3752 (toll free)

brown.stephaniey@epa.gov

"Despite everything, I still believe that people are really good at heart!" Anne Frank
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tues-Thurs

From: Howard, Ralph

Wendel, Jennifer

Monday, August 11, 2014 10:30 AM

Howard, Ralph

RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:21 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

A
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From: Wendel, Jennifer

Swacled pursuen’
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Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:18 AM

To: Howard, Ralph
Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Great. Thanks!

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:06 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer
Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

SpecificPrivilege:
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ﬁaé&‘ 0. Foward, ﬂ! | P.G. | Site. Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 4:04 PM

To: Wendel, Jennifer
Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL {(near 35th Avenue)

Jen, Dawn,



zaéﬁé 0. Foward, ﬁ! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 2:50 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: pdd@adem.state.al.us; Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Ralph, we can do both the PA and S| to meet the required suspenses, but we would like to do them in addition to our
currently scheduled grant commitments.

We have already started preliminary work on the FY15 sites, but more importantly we will have to use some personnel
on the PA & Sl in Tarrant that are not scheduled to do Sierra. To simply substitute Tarrant for Sierra would cause a ripple
effect at this point that would affect several programs.

If you are OK with us doing them as additional commitments, we need to discuss the scope of work, especially for the S|,
including the exact area the petitioners want to be assessed.

Look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks.
Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

(334) 271-7771

adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment

From: Howard, Ralph [mailto:Howard.Ralph@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 1:18 PM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Subject: Fwd: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)




Hey Ron!, hope your afternoon is going well.

Not long after we spoke yesterday, | was called on to help with school registration-setup and missed some time in
the afternoon. But Jennifer sent this below, also not long after we spoke. So it appears we would like for you all to
do both the PA, and the SI, as part of the Year 2 Grant commitments during FY 2015.

This would substitute in for another PA site planned for next year, and for the planned Sl at Sierra Chemical. Target
dates would be completing the PA by 7/1 and the SI before the FY ended.

As we were discussing, ADEM has had involvement at the site, though not from CERCLA PASI staff (your staff). And
that ADEM may have specific concerns about the site. But from our perspective it makes to have you all participate.
Substituting in public-complaint or public-petition sites like this has been done many times in the past few years,
including at Lake Martin/Elkahatchee Creek Sediments, Pelham Open Dump/Burning, and Reichold Chemicals, just
to name a few.

Please let me know soon that your group can do this via our PASI Grant, and then let’s talk about what sites to push

aside until '16.
Thanks -

244&‘ 0. Foward, ﬂl | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation
Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.qov '

]

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 11:12 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Rigger, Don; Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Tnformation Kednoted s
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From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 10:56 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM
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From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2014 9:03 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Subject: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

information Redacted pursuant i
SUB.C _St ction 552 (B)(5), Exemption 5.
crivileged :ntu/frthﬂ/w« ney Docuineng
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Jennifer L. Wendel
National Priorities List Coordinator
Remedial Project Manager

EPA Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, S.W., 9T-25
Atlanta, GA 30303

wendel.jennifer@epa.gov
(404)-562-8799
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Mendez, Gayla

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 5:17 PM

To: Taylor, Dawn

Cc: Rigger, Don

Subject: RE: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

Whoops! ~sounds good.

-R. -

From: Taylor, Dawn

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 5:16 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Subject: Re: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

I meant for Don to talk to David, not you

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.

From: Howard, Ralph
Sent: Thursday, October 9, 2014 4:54 PM

To: Taylor, Dawn
Subject: RE: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

No I'll go ahead & go first Dawn, and see how it goes. Thanks!
Have a good weekend.

-Ralph.

From: Taylor, Dawn

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:51 PM
To: Rigger, Don

Cc Howard Ralph
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From: Howard, Ralph <Howard.Ralph@epa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 9, 2014 4:37 PM

To: Taylor, Dawn
Subject: Fwd: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

‘nformation Redacted ;‘zmsmn to
513.8.C. Section 552.(b){5), Exemption 3,
+
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3
35

-R.

Ralph O. Howard, Jr. P.G.

Site Evaluation Coordinator/Remedial Project Manager
Superfund Division (E) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

(Ph) 404-562-8829 (Fax) 404-562-8788

(Fig. from GASP)
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From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]
Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:01 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold; pdd@adem.state.al.us
Subject: ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

A revised work plan and cost estimate for the ABC Coke PA is attached. The revision is based on our call yesterday and
your communication with Bonnie Temple today designating ABC Coke as the target of the PA. | have reduced the cost
estimate to the average cost we experience for a PA. The reduction is from my understanding that we will not conduct a
detailed examination and history of the area circled in red on Figure 2 of the GASP Petition. Please let me know if my
assumptions are incorrect.

We are excited about conducting this PA and look forward to working with you on it.
Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463



(334) 271-7771
adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment
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From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:54 PM

To: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

No I'll go ahead & go first Dawn, and see how it goes. Thanks!
Have a good weekend.

-Ralph.

From: Taylor, Dawn

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:51 PM

To: Rigger, Don

Cc: Howard, Ralph

Subject: Fw: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

information Redacted pursuan: to
5 U.S.C. Seetion 552 (b)(5), Exemntion 5,
Privileged Inter/lntrq/\wenc/ l2ocument

SpecifiePrivilege: oo \N.)W Vf N

From: Howard, Ralph <Howard.Ralph@epa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 9, 2014 4:37 PM

To: Taylor, Dawn
Subject: Fwd: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

Information Redacted pursuant to
SU.S.C. Section 552 (b)(3). Exemption 3
Privileged mtcr/mtran}rcncv Locume m

tee 5
SpeciticPrivilege: N J as *«) e

Ralph O. Howard, Jr. r.G.
Site Evaluation Coordinator/Remedial Project Manager

Superfund Division (E) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov
{Ph) 404-562-8829 (Fax) 404-562-8788

(Fig. from GASP)

___ EXEMPT
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From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]
Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:01 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold; pdd@adem.state.al.us
Subject: ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

A revised work plan and cost estimate for the ABC Coke PA is attached. The revision is based on our call yesterday and
your communication with Bonnie Temple today designating ABC Coke as the target of the PA. | have reduced the cost
estimate to the average cost we experience for a PA. The reduction is from my understanding that we will not conduct a
detailed examination and history of the area circled in red on Figure 2 of the GASP Petition. Please let me know if my
assumptions are incorrect.

We are excited about conducting this PA and look forward to working with you on it.

Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

(334) 271-7771

adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment
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From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:38 PM

To: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Fwd: (Revised) ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate
Attachments: ABC Coke PA Work Plan 10-9-14.docx
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Ralph O. Howard, Jr. r.G.
Site Evaluation Coordinator/Remedial Project Manager

Superfund Division {E} Howard.Ralph@epa.gov
(Ph) 404-562-8829 (Fax) 404-562-8788

(Fig. from GASP)
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From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]
Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 4:01 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold; pdd@adem.state.al.us
Subject: ABC Coke PA Work Plan and Cost Estimate

A revised work plan and cost estimate for the ABC Coke PA is attached. The revision is based on our call yesterday and
your communication with Bonnie Temple today designating ABC Coke as the target of the PA. | have reduced the cost
estimate to the average cost we experience for a PA. The reduction is from my understanding that we will not conduct a

detailed examination and history of the area circled in red on Figure 2 of the GASP Petition. Please let me know if my
assumptions are incorrect.

We are excited about conducting this PA and look forward to working with you on it.

Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463



(334) 271-7771
adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment



STATE OF ALABAMA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

WORK PLAN
CERCLA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

ABC COKE DIVISION OF DRUMMOND CORP
TARRANT, ALABAMA

A. Introduction

The pre-remedial activities proposed in this work plan are designed to meet State, Regional, and
National guidelines. This work plan, which summarizes ADEM assessment activities at ABC
Coke Division Of Drummond Corp, Tarrant, Alabama, may change by mutual agreement of
ADEM and EPA. ADEM will work closely with Region 4 during the conduct of the Preliminary
Assessment (PA) to ensure close coordination of activities planned and performed.

B. Work Projections

The work hours projected for this work plan are shown in Table 1. All PA/SI work will be done
in compliance with applicable EPA and State guidance.

Work time projections for the listed activities are based on the EPA publication Guidance for
Performing Preliminary Assessments under CERCLA, September 1991. Current requirements for
assessment activities were factored into our selection of projected work time hours for each task,
and the tables below show estimated work hours to perform these tasks. ADEM work time
projections are within the guidance published by EPA and will allow ADEM to perform these
assessment activities in the manner found acceptable by EPA.

In performing the PA, ADEM staff will perform the following tasks:

Coordinate with EPA Project Manager
Conduct site research

Conduct off-site visits

Prepare trip report

Prepare HRS Quick Score

Discuss with EPA Project Manager
Prepare PA report

After completion of the PA, ADEM will discuss the findings with EPA and discuss the next steps
to be performed. If the HRS Quick Score warrants further investigation, actions to initiate the SI
phase will commence. The work hours for this PA is estimated to be 142 hours.

C. Expected Environmental Outcome

This PA will assess an area where probable contamination is present. The results of the assessment



will be used to determine the need for further assessment, for referral to EPA for consideration of

adding to the NPL, or for issuance of a no further action letter.

TABLE 1

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

Preliminary Assessment

Work Hours

Estimated Cost

ABC Coke Division Of Drummond Corp, Tarrant, AL

142

$17,998




WORK PLAN SUPPLEMENT
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
ABC COKE DIVISION OF DRUMMOND CORP
TARRANT, AL

A. Statement of work

ADEM has projected hours that will be required to complete the PA at ABC Coke Division Of
Drummond Corp, Tarrant, AL. The following sections outline the responsibilities and work
products for this PA.

B. Preliminary Assessment (PA)

The purpose of this PA is to determine whether a site entered into CERCLIS has had a release or
the potential to release hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants into ABC Coke’s
environment; whether target populations or sensitive environments are present and at risk; and
whether further response actions may be warranted under CERCLA. The PA has the following
goals:

1. To eliminate from further consideration areas that have no significant threat to public
health or the environment. Examples are areas that have very limited apparent or potential
releases of hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants, or sites where response actions
under CERCLA are statutorily limited or otherwise inappropriate.

2. To determine if there is the need for additional actions, such as: removal action,
enforcement referral, or evaluate response program options.

3. To set priorities for SIs or other CERCLA site assessment.
4, To gather data to facilitate subsequent evaluation of the area pursuant to the HRS.

The scope of the PA includes: a review of existing information about a release, such as
information on the pathways of exposure, exposure targets, and source and nature of the release;
an off-site reconnaissance; and a preliminary HRS score. PAs will be conducted in accordance
with the latest available revision of Guidance for Performing Preliminary Assessments under
CERCLA. A Preliminary HRS score for this PA site will be prepared using the most recent
version of Quickscore or Superscreen software. This preliminary HRS score will be used to aid in
prioritizing the area for a SI or to eliminate the area from consideration for future CERCLA
remedial activity. The scoring process will also help identify gaps in the data needed to qualify
the site for the NPL.

A report will be completed by ADEM and submitted to EPA for concurrence. The PA report will
generally consist of a summary report, HRS score sheets, site disposition form, and appropriate
references. The references will generally include maps of the area, a topographic map of the area,



photographs, background file material, and relevant documents that are not widely available.
Sources of information cited in the report will be thoroughly documented. A Site Inspection may
be initiated immediately after completion of the PA if ADEM or EPA determines the need.

C. Funding
Table 2 summarizes the proposed budget for the ABC Coke Division Of Drummond Corp,

Tarrant PA. The requested funds, $17,998, will support the activities as outlined in the table
below.

TABLE 2
TARRANT PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
BUDGET SUMMARY

Expense Amount
Personnel costs $9,023
Employee benefits $3,428
Travel in-state $1,000
Motor pool $1,300
Total Direct Cost $14,751
Indirect cost $3,247
TOTAL $17,998
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Mendez, Gayla
From: Howard, Ralph
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 12:49 PM
To: Shell, Ronald T
Subject: RE: 35th Avenue - 105(d) Petition for PA in Tarrant, AL

Hey Ron, we only have what you see there. If you look close you can see their residences indicated by the push-
pins, but that's it. Figure 2 does show then ABC Coke plant and nearby residential areas. They say (next to last page
beneath Fig. 4) that “contamination...are [sic] [should be is] likely to be found in the residential areas of Tarrant
shown in Figure 2 near the ABC Coke facility.” Read in its entirety, the petition makes reasonably clear where the
petitioners are asking that assessment be done. Does this get to what you're saying?

2446‘ 0. Foward, ﬂz | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

i “;; United States Eavivonmental Protection Agency
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From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 11:59 AM

To: Howard, Raiph

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: 35th Avenue - 105(d) Petition for PA in Tarrant, AL

Thanks for checking. Without a colored figure 2, you can’t tell what area they circled and are requesting to be assessed.

From: Howard, Ralph [mailto:Howard.Ralph@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 10:27 AM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Subject: RE: 35th Avenue - 105(d) Petition for PA in Tarrant, AL

Ron - Nope, the (paper) original is on Dawn’s desk (she's out),
Jennifer & I just examined it, and that figure is exactly as you
see there, B&W. Sorry...

2446‘ 0. Foward, ﬂ! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 11:02 AM

To: Taylor, Dawn; Howard, Ralph

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: 35th Avenue - 105(d) Petition for PA in Tarrant, AL

1




Are color copies available of the figures in the petition?

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

(334) 271-7771

adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment

From: Taylor, Dawn [maiito:Taylor.Dawn@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 1:01 PM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Cc: Howard, Ralph

Subject: FW: 35th Avenue - 105(d) Petition for PA in Tarrant, AL

Hi Ron-

Wanted to let you all know that we recently received this petition to do a PA in Tarrant, AL near the 35™ Ave site. We
are still having internal discussions on how to address it, but we will keep you informed as we proceed.

Thanks,

Dawn

Dawn C. Taylor, Chief

Superfund Site Evaluation Section {SSES)

Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation Branch (SRSEB)
Superfund Division

U. S. EPA Region 4

61 Forsyth Street SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

taylor.dawn@epa.gov

404-562-8575 office

404-909-0829 cell

From: Smith, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:06 PM

To: Lodin, Marianne; Wendel, Jennifer; McCall, Carolyn; Harper, Greg; Jardine, Rick

Cc: Palmer, Leif; Taylor, Dawn; 35AveSiteFile; Webster, James; Taylor, Matt; Davis, Anita; Newman, Keriema; Rigger, Don
Subject: 35th Avenue - 105(d) Petition for PA in Tarrant, AL

information redacted pursuant w
3ULS.CL Seetien 552 (B)(5), Exemption 3,
Zriviteges! Inter/Intra Agency Document
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Mendez, Gayla

Document ID:
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___NON-EXEMPT

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2014 4:34 PM

To: Ron Shell

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: Fwd: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition
Attachments: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Device.pdf

S ULS.CLSection 4 ) Exe Vi) Lena,
Privileced Inter ey Dioctinant
RSy
~ P o - . L~
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24464 0. Womd;»ﬂ! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Froject maniaye: | vuper e e . ..
Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |

(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa. qov

W Unite¢ States Environmental Protection Agency
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___ EXEMPT

————— Original Message-----

From: Taylor, Dawn

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 10:57 AM
To: Wendel, Jennifer; Howard, Ralph

Subject: ABC notice to deny Tarrant PA petition

Spegilerriviiese

From: XeroxMFD@epa.gov [mailto:XeroxMFD@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2014 10:06 AM

To: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Device

Please open the attached document. It was scanned and sent to you using a Xerox Multifunction Device.

Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page
Multifunction Device Location: Room 11735, 11th Floor, 61 Forsyth St, Atlanta, GA
Device Name: r4-1101-xerox265



30 van Allen, J1. Soulevard, Northwest » Suite 700 + Atlanta, GA 30308-3036  www.balch.com

BALCH

& BINGHAM vLLP

RICHARD EDWARD GLAZE, R,
t: (404)962-3566

f: (866) 661-3268

e: rglaze@balch.com

August 27, 2014
2%

ﬂ’
Yz,

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Hon. Heather McTeer Toney-. =~ oo 24,
Regional Administrator . ... (R ' ‘90,;-.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4 - i o
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Mail Code: 9T25

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960

Dear Ms. Toney,

Please find enclosed ABC Coke's response to GASP's Petition for a Preliminary Assessment of
Release of Hazardous Substances in Tarrant and Inglenook, Alabama, which was filed with the EPA
on July 1, 2014. Thank you for the opportunity to respond. Please do not hesitate to contact me with

any questions you may have.

Smcerely,

/ c’;__// /
Richard Edward Glaze Jr. O/ﬂ_———

REG,JR:dls

cc: Drummond Company
ABC Coke, Inc.
Steven G. McKinney
Raobert B. McKinstry, Jr.
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BEFORE THE REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
, REGION 4

GASP, Dorothy Davis, and Eddie Jimmy
Hollaway,

Petitioners.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

RESPONSE ON BEHALF OF ABC COKE TO GASP’S PETITION FOR PRELIMINARY
ASSESSMENT OF RELEASE OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES

The Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA™ or the “agency”) should deny the Petition for
Preliminary Assessment of Release of Hazardous Substances (the “Petition™) filed with the agency on
July 1, 2014, by GASP and two of its members, Ms. Dorothy Davis and Mr. Eddie Jinmy Hollaway
(collectively, the “Petitioners™), requesting that EPA perform a preliminary assessment (“PA™) of an
area near the ABC Coke facility in Tarrant, Alabama, (“ABC Plant™) under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (“CERCLA"), 42 US.C. § 9601 et seq.
because neither the Petition nor the available evidence that would be used in a PA shows that there has
been any release of hazardous substances at or from the ABC Plant that might cause a potential hazard
to public health or the environment. In fact, both EPA’s soil sampling data taken at the ABC Plant and
health and risk assessments of air quality in the area support the conclusion that there has not been a
release and there is no threat of a release from or at the ABC Plant that could conceivably require a
response action.

The Petition is based wholly on a speculative line of reasoning that, if taken to its illogical
conclusion, would have EPA conduct a PA around every facility in the nation regulated under section

112 of the Clean Air Act (“CAA”). In this case, GASP’s Petition seeks to have EPA declare all the
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residential property between the ABC Plant and the Birmingham Airport (the “Petitioned Area”) a
Superfund site. The Petition alleges that “[tJhroughout its operational history, the ABC Coke facility
has emitted toxic and hazardous pollutants into the air”, which “have been carried by wind currents and
deposited onto the soil, structural surfaces, and gardens of residential properties in Tarrant.” The
pollutants listed in the Petition include arsenic, lead and polycyclic organic matter, including
benzo[a]pyrene and other polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (“PAHs™). This rationale could be applied
to virtually any of the thousands of facilities that are regulated under section 112 for those pollutants and
is inconsistent with the recent risk assessments that concluded that there are no unacceptable health risks
from air emissions in or around the ABC Plant.

The Petition is founded upon the false assumption that the contamination in the Collegeville,
Fairmont and Harriman Park neighborhoods around the Walter Coke facility, which EPA has identified
as the 35" Avenue Superfund Site, will also be found in the residential areas of Inglenook and Tarrant
without citing any evidence of contamination in these areas. The analogy is false because the conditions
around the 35™ Avenue Superfund Site bear no relation to those near the ABC Plant. First, the Walter
Coke and U.S. Pipe facilities, which formerly were part of a single facility, include landfills and waste
piles, on-site soil contamination, groundwater contamination, a heavily contaminated ditch that floods,
and a history of foundry and metal-working facilities which melted scrap automobiles, as well as a coke
plant that has disposed of solid waste on-site and which is undergoing RCRA corrective action. Second,
the residential areas designated as the 35" Avenue Superfund Site directly abut the Walter and U.S. Pipe
plants and at least some of the areas were formerly owned by their predecessor company, Sloss
Industries. In contrast, the conditions at the ABC Plant and in the Petitioned Area are entirely different.
The ABC Plant has: an excellent environmental compliance record; no waste piles or landfills; no metal

working processes that would produce the type of soil contamination or waste piles found at the 35%

[
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Avenue Superfund Site; follows a strict policy against allowing fill to be disposed of on or off-site; and
practices waste reduction by re-incorporating all potential waste materials into its process. Moreover,
while residential properties directly abut the Walter Coke and U.S. Pipe plants, the nearest receptors to
the ABC Plant are remote and are separated from the ABC Plant both by vacant properties and a wide
and busy highway.

Most significantly, EPA sampling of soils within the ABC Plant property has shown that the
soils on the plant site are not contaminated. As part of its investigation of Five Mile Creek and the 35"
Avenue Superfund Site, EPA took soil samples from the banks of Five Mile Creek on ABC'’s plant site
as well as from borings inside the plant. Those results, on ABC’s industrial property, were significantly
below the conservative risk management levels ("RMLs”) of 39 mg/kg As and 400 mg/kg Pb that EPA
established for residential areas in the 35" Avenue Superfund Site. Soil samples taken by EPA during
an inspection of the ABC Plant that were analyzed using the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure
(“TCLP”) showed levels of arsenic and lead below the reporting level for soils. If these results from
soils at the ABC Plant were below the residential RMLs, certainly there could be no release related to
the ABC Plant in the Petitioned Area, since the deposition rates from a source of emissions always
decrease as one moves away from that source.

Moreover, as described in Section IV below, several risk assessments of North Birmingham air
quality have concluded that no unacceptable risks or health impacts are present. For example, in the
Tarrant Elementary Schoo! Study, the most representative study of the Petitioned Area, EPA concluded
that no further monitoring was necessary because the agency found levels of contaminants of concern
for the 35th Avenue Superfund Site well below screening levels and in many cases, not detectable.

Accordingly, there is no evidence of any release of a hazardous substance or contamination that

would require remediation—both sampling and risk assessments confirm this-——and a PA of the
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Petitioned Area is not justified. Moreover, if a PA were conducted, all of the available evidence that
would be used in a PA indicates that no further action under CERCLA is warranted. Therefore, EPA
should deny GASP’s Petition.

I. THE ABC PLANT

The ABC Plant is a coke and coke by-products manufacturing plant located in Tarrant, Alabama.
The ABC Plant produces coke by heating coal in an oxygen-depleted oven environment. The coke is
then shipped to customers. The by-products are recovered through cooling, settling and reaction
processes to produce coke oven gas, tar, light oil and ammonium sulfate. The coke oven gas is
consumed on site for energy recovery and the other by-products are sold.'

The ABC Plant was built pursuant to a 1919 contract with the United States to provide a source
of munitions and other products critical to the war effort and was owned and operated by the United
States until the end of 1937. The ABC Plant was again taken over and controlled by the United States
War Production Board and its predecessor defense-related agencies during World War I1.

The ABC Plant is a foundry coke plant rather than a furnace plant. It was built originally to
recover the by-products and to produce foundry coke for off-site use. It is therefore significantly
different from furnace coke plants, in that it is not associated with metallurgical processes and recovers
materials rather than generating wastes. It produces no waste and no air emissions associated with those
metallurgical processes. ABC has continued to upgrade the plant to improve both its economic and
environmental performance and currently employs 385 people.

ABC has implemented a proactive approach to reducing and eliminating pollution, usually in
advance of federal and state requirements, and is a leader in the coke manufacturing industry. This

proactive approach extends to all media—air, water and waste. ABC’s measures for preventing and

' The facts recited here are consistent with ABC's responses to EPA’s requests for information pursuant to section 104(e) of
CERCLA with respect to what EPA has identified as the 35" Avenue Superfund Site for purposes of CERCLA. Those
responses and the attached documents are too voluminous to attach to this response, but are available in EPA’s files.
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controlling the emissions of hazardous air pollutants resulted in the ABC Plant being one of the model
facilities that EPA considered in the development of the most recent update to the applicable National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (“NESHAPs™) governing coke plants under section
112 of the Clean Air Act. The Jefferson County Department of Health (“JCDH") found that the ABC
Plant is currently in compliance with all applicable NESHAPs and other applicable air pollution rules
and regulations. See JCDH, Fact Sheet for Draft Renewal Title V Operating Permit for ABC Coke
(2014) (Exhibit 1). This determination necessarily includes a determination that the ABC Plant does not
cause or interfere with attainment of National Ambient Air Quality Standards (“NAAQS”). which are
set and regularly updated by EPA at a level to protect the most sensitive individual with an ample
margin of safety. 42 U.S.C. § 7409. Indeed. Jefferson County is now in attainment with all NAAQS,
including the most recently promulgated 2012 standard for fine particulate matter.
See http://www.epa.gov/pmdesignations/2012standards/rec/rd4alrecl.pdf; http://www.epa.gov/pmdesigna
ti 12st epare

Consistent with these conclusions, an EPA health-based risk assessment of the neighboring
school in Tarrant, Alabama; determined that the air quality in the area does not pose a health risk to the
sensitive populations around that school. See, U.S. EPA, Tarrant Elementary School, Tarrant City, AL,
at http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/T arran@leResuits.html; U.S. EPA, Tarrant Elementary School, Results
and Analysis of EPA’s Monitoring, at http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/TarrantEle.html: U.S. EPA. SAT

Initiative:  Tarrant Elementary School (Birmingham. AL) (June 2011), available

at http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/pdfs/TarrantTechReport.pdf (hereinafter, collectively referred to as the

“Tarrant Elementary School Study”).2

? All studies of nearby areas, including the 35 Avenue Superfund Site, have also shown that sir emissions are not impacting
residents in North Birmingham, mciudmg the Petttioncd Arca EPA's Nonh Bnrmmgham Anr Tomcs R:sh Assessment

(March 2013), available ar hitp: ) X -
03282013 pdf (hereinafter, “2013 Nonh Blrmmghnm Atr Toxncs Rlsk Assessment”) concluded that Eong-tem\ cancer risks
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ABC also maintains state of the art wastewater and stormwater control systems. All process
wastes are collected and treated in a biological treatment system and discharged to Five Mile Creek
pursuant to and in compliance with an NPDES Permit. Stormwater is also collected in a series of ponds
prior to discharge to Five Mile Creek pursuant to and in compliance with an NPDES permit.

EPA sampling of soils on the ABC Plant site have indicated that no contaminants of concern are
present on the industrial areas within the plant site at levels that would be of concer in a residential
area. Specifically, in connection with its investigation of Five Mile Creek, EPA took samples of soils on
the top of the banks of Five Mile Creek within ABC’s plant property, as well as samples from sediments
in the creek bed. EPA, in connection with its 2012 inspection of the ABC Plant, also conducted borings
within the ABC Plant and analyzed soil samples from those borings. None of the analytic results from
ABC's analysis of split samples from those sampling events exceeded EPA’s conservative RMLs for
residential areas in the 35™ Avenue Superfund Site of 39 mg/kg As and 400 mg/kg Pb.

Thus, there is no evidence of a release associated with the ABC Plant that might require a
response under CERCLA and no reason to believe that such a release associated with the ABC Plant has
occurred.

II. THE 35TH AVENUE SUPERFUND SITE
The Petition is founded upon the false assumption that because the residential properties

bordering the Walter/U.S Pipe plants have shown levels of arsenic, lead, and benzo(a)pyrene above the

were within EPA’s range of acceptability and that it is unhke!y that adverse non-cancer affects from long-term exposure
would occur. The ATSDR's Evaluation of Air Exposures in Communities Adjacent to the 35" Avenue Site, Birmingham,
Alabama (EPA FACILITY ID: ALN000410750) (June 26 2014), available at
- . pov/HA n " th%20A ve i A 06-26-2014 508.pdf
(heremaﬁer, “2014 ATSDR Evaluauon"), concluded past short-term exposures and past and current long-term exposures to
PM would not result in harmful effects to the general public and that cancer risks were within EPA’s target risk range. The
JCDH's Summary of the Comparison of Death Rates and Birth Outcomes of African-Americans Living in Collegeville,
Fairmont and Harriman Park to African Americans Living in the Rest of Jefferson County, Alebama (Aug. 6, 2014)
(hereinafter, “2014 JCDH Death Rates Comparison Report”) (Exhibit 2), showed that there was no excess incidence of
cancer due to pollution in North Birmingham neighborhoods.
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EPA RMLs and because the Walter/U.S. Pipe plant site includes, among other uses, a coke plant, what is
found at the 35th Avenue Superfund Site will also be found in Tarrant. Even a cursory consideration of
the differences between the ABC Plant and the 35th Avenue Superfund Site will show that this
reasoning is wholly based upon a false analogy.

The Walter Coke and U.S. Pipe plants were originally the same facility and were part of a larger
integrated coke and metal working facility. The Walter/U.S. Pipe plants were built and owned by Sloss
Industries and were only split up as a result of a number of corporate reorganizations.

Although the Walter Coke plant was built as part of the World War I operations, there were
metal-working and industrial operations at and around the site in North Birmingham prior to World War
I. The Walter Coke plant was built as an addition to Sloss’s considerable iron and steel operations
already in existence in North Birmingham. The original Sloss Industries was founded with the
construction of two blast furnaces in North Birmingham in 1881. Sloss added two additional blast
turnaces in the North Birmingham area before the construction of the coke plant. An additional blast
furnace was added in the 1950s, and Sloss rﬁcrged with U.S. Pipe in 1952. See Walter Energy website

The Walter/U.S. Pipe plant also

included a pig iron foundry. The coke plant served the Sloss furnaces, foundry, and pig iron plant and
the complex was, apparently, operated as an integrated operation. Consisten‘t with its different purpose,
the Walter Coke plant is a furnace coke plant. The Walter/U.S. Pipe plant also contained chemical
processing facilities. /d.

The Walter/U.S. Pipe plant also engaged in very different waste handling processes. Unlike the
ABC Plant, the Walter plant site contains many hazardous waste and solid waste disposal areas
governed by RCRA Subtitle C and requiring corrective action. See, RCRA Section 3008(h)

Administrative Order on Consent (AOC), In re Walter Coke, Inc., Dkt. No. RCRA-04-2012-4255 (Sept.
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17, 2012) (*RCRA Correction Action AOC”). Many of these relate to the metal working operations.
The site includes 45 solid waste management units and six areas of concemn, many of which relate to
metal working rather than coke manufacturing. These include unsecured blast furnace emission control
sludge piles (SWMU 24), mineral wool waste piles (SWMU 35), a blast furnace emission control sludge
waste pile (SWMU 39), pig machine slurry pits (SWMU 43), a blast furnace ash boiler pit (SWMU 44)
and slag drying beds (SWMU 45), all features associated with mineral working rather than coke plant
operations. Moreover, the many waste piles and landfills apparently are (or were in the past) unsecured
so that waste could potentially blow from the Walter property onto neighboring residential properties
and schools. Flooding of the Walter Coke plant site has also created the potential for waste to be carried
from the site to surrounding residential properties.

Unlike ABC, the industrial operations and waste piles owned and operated by Walter, U.S. Pipe
and their predecessor, Sloss, loom over residential properties that directly abut the plant sites. In fact, at
least some of the residential areas that EPA has separated from the Walter and U.S. Pipe plant sites®
were former Sloss company housing.*

The historic operations at the Walter/U.S. Pipe plants have also resulted in contamination not
present at the ABC Plant. The RCRA Corrective Action AOC for the Walter plant reveals significant
groundwater contamination and significant deposits of contaminants in the Walter wastewater treatment

system and a ditch running through the Walter property that can also flood into residential properties.

3 ABC believes that the Walter/U.S. Pipe plants and the 35® Avenue Superfund Site should be considered to be a single
facility addressed under RCRA corrective action rather than CERCLA. The Walter Coke and U.S. Pipe sites should properly
be considered a single facility, given the history, proximity and common ownership at the time RCRA corrective action was
triggered. Walter was originally addressing “off-site” problems as an extension of the RCRA corrective action until it
refused to continue work off-site. Rather than moving that action to CERCLA, EPA should have pursued its RCRA

enforcement authority.

* That housing, known as the “Sloss Quarters,” was located on North 27 Street between 25" and 26" Avenues along the
trolley route in North Birmingham. It was demolished in 1964 and replaced by the Collegeville housing project. White,
Marjorie Longenecker, Birmingham District: An Industrial History and Guide (1981) at 147, 155. Given this history, it
would have been more appropriate to require that Walter, as Sloss’s corporate successor, continue to address these areas
under RCRA corrective action authority rather than moving the response to the CERCLA program.
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Significant deposits of contaminants have been found in the Walter wastewater treatment system and the

portions Five Mile Creek directly affected by that system.

III. LEGAL STANDARD GOVERNING CERCLA SECTION 105 PETITIONS
AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENTS.

Application of the law and legal guidance regarding PAs and the establishment of priorities for
taking action pursuant to CERCLA all militate strongly towards denying the Petition. Although the
Petition purportedly seeks only to have EPA conduct a PA, the ultimate objective appears to be having
EPA take action under CERCLA to require a response action in the Petitioned Area. Taking action to
further characterize an area where there is significant information showing that there is no release
requiring a response would be fundamentally inconsistent with the Congressional objective that the
limited funds in the Superfund be directed to the sites posing the greatest “risk or danger to public health
or welfare or the environment.” 42 U.S.C. § 9605(a)(8). See also, id., § 9604(a) (requiring release or
“substantial threat” of release that “may present an imminent and substantial danger™); Mead Corp. v.
Browner, 100 F.3d 152, 156 (D.C. Cir. 1996).

The Petition has been submitted pursuant to section IOS(d) of CERCLA and 40 CF.R. §
300.420(b)(5). “The lead federal agency shall complete a remedial or removal PA within one year of
the date of receipt of a complete petition pursuant to paragraph (b)(5) of this section, if one has not been
performed previously, unless the lead federal agency determines that a PA is not appropriate.” /d
§ 300.420(b)(5)(iii). When determining whether performance of a PA is appropriate, EPA’s regulations
state that the lead federal agency shall take into consideration the following:

(A) Whether there is information indicating that a release has occurred or there is a threat
of a release of a hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant; and

(B) Whether the release is eligible for response under CERCLA.
40 C.F.R. § 300.400(b)(5)(iv). A review of these considerations in light of EPA guidance, available

information and case law all lead to the conclusion that a PA for the Petitioned Area is not appropriate.
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The Petition does not allege any specific release of a hazardous substance by any means or in any sense
that was intended by Congress to trigger a response action under Superfund, but instead presumes that
the presence of any concentration of a listed chemical in the regulated and permitted air emissions of
any regulated party is enough to also presume contamination and to justify extraordinary regulatory
action by the EPA. The Petition is entirely speculative as to contamination. There is simply no
evidence of a release or threat of a release and EPA’s soil sampling data from the ABC Plant confirms
that no release has occurred that would be eligible for response under CERCLA.

A PA under CERCLA is a “review of existing information and an off-site reconnaissance, if
appropriate, to determine if a release may require additional investigation or action. A PA may include
an on-site reconnaissance, if appropriate.” Id. § 300.5. A PA must be conducted for each site entered
into the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Information System
(“CERCLIS™), EPA’s computerized inventory of releases addressed or needing to be addressed by the
Superfund program. Thus, before performing a PA, EPA must first determine whether a site should be
entered into CERCLIS. EPA issued pre-CERCLIS screening guidance in 1999 to assist regional offices
in conducting the initial low-cost look at potential sites to ensure that uncontaminated sites or sites
ineligible for CERCLA are not unnecessarily entered into CERCLIS. See EPA Office of Emergency
and Remedial Response, Improving Site Assessment: Pre-CERLIS Screening Assessments, EPA-540-F-
98-039 (Oct. 1999). http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/hrsres/fact/sascreen.pdf (hereinafier, “Pre-
CERCLIS Screening Guidance™). Afier a site has been entered into CERCLIS, the PA is the first step
EPA takes to determine whether a site warrants Superfund response.

EPA’s Pre-CERCLIS Screening Guidance sets forth specific criteria for determining whether a
site should be entered into CERCLIS, and accordingly, whether performance of a PA is appropriate.

Importantly, pre-CERCLIS screening applies to citizen-petitioned sites as well:
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Citizen-petitioned sites are eligible for pre-CERCLIS screening assessments and must
meet the same criteria. According to Section 105(d) of CERCLA, EPA must perform a
PA or provide an explanation for why the PA was not appropriate within 12 months of
receiving the petition. The Pre-CERCLIS Screening Assessment Checklist Decision
Form (see Attachment A) or equivalent documentation may be used to support the
decision to enter the site into CERCLIS and perform a PA or to explain to the petitioner
why a PA is not appropriate.

Jd. at 3. EPA’s Pre-CERCLIS Screening Guidance provides, in pertinent part, that, a site should nof be

entered into CERCLIS if:

) There is sufficient documentation that clearly demonstrates that there is no
potential for a release that could cause adverse environmental or human health
impacts (e.g., a completed EPA-approved risk assessment showing no risk).

. Site data are insufficient to determine CERCLIS entry (e.g., based on potentially
unreliable sources or with no information to support the presence of hazardous
substances or CERCLA-eligible pollutants and contaminants).

. The hazardous substance release at the site is deferred by policy considerations
(e.g., RCRA Corrective Action).

Id. As is evident from the discussion of the ABC Plant and the 35" Avenue Superfund Site, each of
these criteria militate strongly against including the Petitioned Area on the CERCLIS and, accordingly,
compel the conclusion that the Petition should be denied. Specifically, as referenced earlier, the Tarrant
Elementary School Study and multiple other nearby EPA-approved risk assessments show no
unacceptable risk to human health for the area. Moreover, Jefferson County is in attainment with all
NAAQS and there is no information supporting the Petition’s presumption of a release of hazardous
substances to the Petitioned Area. EPA should also deny the petition because GASP relies solely on an
unproven “air emissions” pathway of contamination that is not supported by the facts or the law.
Although a PA for the Petitioned Area is inappropriate, if EPA proceeds and conducts a PA,
there is sufficient evidence available to support a determination that there is no need for a removal
action with respect to the Petitioned Area. The principles guiding the performance of a PA are to, inter

alia, eliminate areas that do not pose threats to public health or the environment and determine whether
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there is a need for a removal action. See 40 C.F.R. § 300.420(b)(1)(i)-(ii). “A remedial PA shall consist
of a review of existing information about a release such as information on the pathways of exposure,
exposure targets, and source and nature of release.” Jd. § 300.420(b)(2). It “shall” include off-site
reconnaissance as appropriate and “may” include onsite reconnaissance as appropriate. /d. Although
“onsite reconnaissance” may be appropriate in some cases, here, where EPA, the Alabama Department
of Environmental Management (“ADEM"), and JCDH have already visited the plant on many occasions
and taken and analyzed samples of all relevant media. no further on-site reconnaissance is warranted.

The scope of a PA is limited to existing information. According to EPA guidance, PA
investigators collect “readily available information and conduct a site and environs reconnaissance.”
See EPA, Guidance for Performing Preliminary Assessments under CERCLA. EPA/540/G-91/013, at 2
(Sept. 1991), http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/hrsres/pa/paguidance.pdf (hereinafter, “PA
Guidance™). EPA uses a truncated approach to scoring sites during the PA, in recognition of the fact
that the scope is limited. Jd. at 5. Since the focus of the PA is the existing record, file searches are a
large component of EPA’s investigation. “Documents of particular interest during the file search
include site sketches, inspection reports, aerial photographs, permit applications. hazardous waste
handling notification forms . . . waste hauling manifests, analytical sampling resuits, records of citizen
complaints, records of violations, and court orders.” Id. at 21. EPA will not only review its own
regional office files, but will also review state files. /d. at 22.

With respect to air pathways of exposure, EPA’s PA Guidance directs the agency to focus on the
likelihood of hazardous substances migrating from the site to the air, and to evaluate targets within a 4-
mile radius. /d. at 126. Importantly, the list of suspected release considerations for the air pathway
suggests that a PA is not intended for all facilities that hold air permits. Specifically, the questions ask

whether odors are currently reported, whether a release has been directly observed (with examples given
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such as windblown particulates from waste piles and dust clouds from high wind events, nof releases
from an emissions stack), reports of adverse health effects potentially resulting from migration of
hazardous substances through the air (such as complaints of headaches, nausea, dizziness), and whether
analytical or circumstantial evidence suggests a release to the air.” Id at 127-128.

The PA culminates with the development of a report, which will make a recommendation of
whether further action is warranted. 40 C.F.R. § 300.420(b)(4)(iii). EPA may use the EPA Preliminary
Assessment form, or its equivalent, to prepare the PA report, which shall include: “(i) a description of
the release; (ii) a description of the probable nature of the release; and (iii) 2 recommendation on
whether further action is warranted, which lead agency should conduct further action, and whether an SI
[site inspection] or removal action or both should be undertaken.” /d. EPA aléo encourages the use of
Abbreviated Preliminary Assessments (“APA™) instead of full PAs to save the agency time and
resources in situations where a full PA may not be necessary. EPA guidance regarding APAs provides
that, in the case of a citizen petition pursuant to CERCLA section 105(d) (where the agency determines
that a PA is necessary), a brief APA report with a completed Abbreviated Preliminary Assessment
Checklist or equivalent documentation. meets the CERCLA and National Contingency Plan
requirements for a PA. See EPA Office of Emergency and Remedial Response Site Assessment Team.

Improving Site Assessment: Abbreviated Preliminary Assessments, EPA-540-F-98-037 (Oct.

1999), http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/hrsres/fact/apa.pdf.

% In response to comments on ABC Coke’s Draft Title V permit in June 2014, JCDH addressed many of these issues. See
JCDH, “Questions & Comments from Public Comment Period and Public Hearing for ABC Coke” (2014) (Exhibit 3).
Specifically, in response to comments regarding air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor housing, JCDH stated that the
results of an indoor air assessment of the housing facility inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the comments.
ICDH noted clean conditions and no evidence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems for the
building. In response to comments regarding the odor and fugitive dust provisions of the permit, JCDH said the permit terms
had been approved by ADEM and were appropriate and federally enforceable. Moreover, JCDH said that, based on the latest
inspection completed at the facility, ABC Coke is currently in compliance with the odor and fugitive dust provisions of its
permit. With respect to comments regarding heaith, JCDH noted the findings of the Tarrant Elementary School Study and
stated that it uses federal standards developed by EPA, including NESHAPs to reduce, control or eliminate air toxics and
protect public health.
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The decision of the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia in Mead Corp. v. Browner,
100 F.3d 152 (D.C. Cir. 1996), presents facts remarkably similar to those here and strongly supports a
conclusion that the Petitioned Area would not be eligible for response under CERCLA. The Court
reversed EPA’s decision adding a former coke plant site to the National Priorities List (“NPL"), where,
as here, there was no evidence of a release presenting a threat to health or the environment at the coke
plant site, and the listing was based on the risk from two other sites based on EPA’s since repealed
“Aggregation Policy.”

The Court first noted the strong policy reasons for not lumping low risk sites with high risk sites

under CERCLA:

[S]ites placed on the NPL become eligible for funds from the Superfund for remedial
action on the site. 40 C.F.R. § 300.425(b)(1). While the availability of these funds might
be seen as only benefitting PRPs, once EPA has funds to clean up a site, it gains
bargaining leverage over parties such as Mead. EPA could, for example, propose an
expensive remedial operation at the Coke Plant Site (for which Mead’s status as a former
owner would provide a plausible basis for a claim that it was a PRP, see CERCLA §
107(a)(2), 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a)(2) (reaching owner or operator of a facility at a time of
disposal of hazardous substances)), and use that threat to pressure Mead to contribute

towards cleaning up the creek.

Id. at 155. The Court’s reasoning is directly on point in the current situation. The Petition is speculative
and presumptive rather than specific as to some release or known contamination because it is actually a
very thinly-veiled attack on ABC and its plant by both inviting EPA to create a new Superfund site near
the plant and implying a connection of some sort between ABC and the 35th Avenue Superfund Site.
The quoted decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit makes clear that EPA should
reject such attempts and invitations to abuse its authority and responsibility under the law. CERCLA is
not the appropriate mechanism to pressure owners of no/low risk sites, such as ABC, who already
provide employment for those communities and pay taxes, to fund the agenda of private interest groups.

The Court in Mead reversed EPA’s decision to list the remote coke site on the NPL concluding that
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lumping low risk sites with high risk sites, as Petitioners seek to do here, was both unreasonable and

inconsistent with Congressional intent. As the Court noted:
[W)hen Congress detected that EPA’s “1982 HRS resulted in the listing of a
disproportionate number of high volume, low toxicity hazardous waste sites,” 938 F.2d at
1303, it stepped in with the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 and
required EPA to amend the HRS to make sure that it “accurately assesses the relative
degree of risk to human health and the environment posed by sites and facilities subject
to review.” CERCLA § 105(c)(1), 42 U.S.C. § 9605(c)(1). The idea that Congress
implicitly allowed EPA broad discretion to lump low-risk sites together with high-risk
sites, and thereby to transform the one into the other, is anything but reasonable.”
Id. at 156. EPA should reject Petitioners’ attempt to induce the agency to follow an equally legally
perilous path and deny the Petition.
V. A PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT IS NOT APPROPRIATE FOR THE
PETITIONED AREA AND UNDER THE STANDARDS APPLICABLE TO

PRELIMINARY ASSESSEMENTS THE AVAILABLE DATA INDICATES
THAT NO CERCLA RESPONSE IS WARRANTED.

The foregoing standards compel the conclusion that EPA should deny the Petition because (1)
there is no credible evidence that a release has occurred and (2) even if an alleged release has occurred it
would not warrant a CERCLA response. GASP provides no data or information to support its
allegations that a release has occurred. Instead, GASP assumes that because there is contamination at
the 35™ Avenue Superfund Site, there must be contamination around ABC Plant (more than a mile
away). However, this assumption is unfounded because of the profound differences between the ABC
Plant and the 35" Avenue Superfund Site and actual data from the ABC Plant already collected by EPA
directly contradict this assumption. Even the very limited reasoning cited by GASP fails to support its
case. The Petition relies upon a wind rose to support the proposition that air emissions from the ABC
Plant have affected populations in the Petitioned Area. However, the predominant wind patterns in the
wind rose show that any emissions from the ABC Plant would not result in deposition in the Petitioned
Area and ABC’s excellent environmental compliance record assures that there are no significant

emissions that could cause such an impact. This lack of an impact is confirmed by health assessments
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showing that sensitive populations in Tarrant and Inglenook have not been adversely affected by any air
emissions.

First, the Petition’s assumption that contaminants similar to those found at the 35" Avenue
Superfund Site are also likely present in the Petitioned Area as a result of ABC Coke’s emissions is
unfounded. The profound differences between the ABC Plant and the 35" Avenue Superfund Site
compel a different conclusion. As described above, the Walter/U.S. Pipe plant operations included blast
furnaces, foundries, other metal working operations, waste piles, and waste disposal entirely absent from
the ABC Plant site. Moreover, the 35" Avenue Superfund Site is surrounded by dozens of other
industrial facilities, including pipe manufacturing facilities, asphalt batch plants, quarries, and many
more facilities.® In addition, Walter Coke, a furnace coke plant, uses feedstock with 30% more volatile
hazardous components than the feedstock used by ABC’s foundry plant.

In addition, where there are many on-site solid waste disposal areas within the more limited
Walter plant site, including huge refuse piles along its fence line, there are no such features on the ABC
Plant site. ABC’s 2012 CERCLA § 104(e) response states that, “for the first thirty years of the
Facility’s operations, coal tar sludge was stored on the property. This material was entirely removed
about 1950 and all accumulated material was charged into the furnace and recycled. Currently, all tar is
recycled into the process and ADEM has determined that it is excluded from regulation...” ABC reuses
all materials from the coke plant process that might become waste in its process and has no refuse piles

onsite. Moreover, while there is documented groundwater contamination onsite at the Walter plant that

¢ Walter Coke identified seventy-six other facilities as “in the area,” and in response, EPA sent notice letters to some of these
facilities, including ABC, for potential Superfund site releases for the 35" Avenue Superfund Site. In response, ABC Coke
has provided EPA with evidence as to why it is not a liable party and is working with EPA with respect to clarifying the
matter. ABC is the only recipient of the potentially responsible party (“PRP") notice letters not located in North
Birmingham. In any event, a PRP notice letter does not establish liability under the Superfund statute or any other provision
of law. See In re Combustion Equip. Associates, Inc., 838 F.2d 35, 38 (2d Cir. 1988); see also Manville Corp. v. United
States, 139 B.R. 97, 107 (S.D.N.Y. 1992) (EPA identification of a party who “may be liable along with a large number of
other potentially responsible parties” did not constitute determination of liability).
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extends off-site, there is no documentation of groundwater contamination at ABC Plant which has been
extensively tested by EPA. Similarly, very significant contamination was found in the Walter
wastewater treatment system and associated drainage features, which have potentially flooded onto
neighboring properties. No such contamination and no such potential for flooding exist at the ABC
Plant. Most significantly, as noted above, on-site soil samples taken by EPA from the industrial soils
actually on the ABC Plant site showed that levels of all contaminants of concern were less than EPA’s
RMLs for residential areas.

The ABC Plant and the Petitioned Area are more than a mile from the 35" Avenue Superfund
Site and the industrial/residential makeup of the area is different. Unlike the current residences in the
35™ Avenue Superfund Site, where residential areas are directly adjacent to both industrial and disposal
areas, the ABC Plant is separated from any residential areas by both vacant land and a busy highway.
While many of the residential areas at the 35" Avenue Superfund Site were once company housing
owned by Sloss, this is not true of the areas around the ABC Plant.

Moreover, the results of EPA testing from within the 35" Avenue Superfund Site indicate that air
emissions alone are not the source of soil contamination and that coke plant air emissions are likely 70
the source. Specifically, Walter Coke has made submissions to EPA showing that the contaminants
found in the residential properties surrounding its plant have an entirely different profile from coke plant
emissions. This may be consistent with the extensive blast furnace, foundry and other metal-working
operations at the Walter/U.S. Pipe complex and the different emissions profiles of blast furnaces and
other metal working operations. However, the sporadic concentrations of the contaminants of concern,

shown in Figure 1, indicate that it is more likely that fill materials’ or activities unrelated to industry and

" Notably, there are no records and there is no cvidence indicating that ABC has ever provided materials offsite for use as fill.
Unlike the other potentially responsible parties (“PRPs”) for the 35% Avenue Superfund Site, EPA’s only theory of liability
for ABC at the 35® Avenue Superfund Site is air deposition. Therefore, in the event EPA does investigate the Petitioned
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wholly unrelated to coke plant emissions are the source. The literature reports that levels of lead and
arsenic significantly exceeding EPA’s RMLs can be found in many residential areas from a wide variety
of residential use patterns, such as lead paint applied to houses, lead emissions from use of leaded
gasoline, use of arsenic and lead in commonly applied pesticides, and arsenic in treated wood products
formerly commonly used in residential construction. In addition, PAHs are found in asphalt used in
residential properties. Indeed, levels of lead and other heavy metals along many highways significantly
exceed EPA RMLs and Congress specifically defined “release” to exclude emissions from mobile
sources to prevent limited Superfund dollars from being expended to cleanup thousands of miles of road
right-of-way.® Moreover, neither lead nor arsenic are found in coke oven emissions at appreciable
levels, and emissions from mobile sources are the most common source of benzo(a)pyrene. The cleanup
efforts at the 35™ Avenue Superfund Site tend to confirm that coke plant emissions are not the source of
the contamination found there. Soil removal is occurring on only portions; of properties (e.g., soil
removal may occur in a portion of a front yard, but no removal in the back yard), suggesting that the

contamination arises for disparate patterns of disposal of fill materials, residential uses and mobile

sources.

Area and finds sporadic contamination similar to that found at the 35™ Avenue Superfund Site (indicating fill material as the
likely source), ABC Coke is not responsible.

8 42 U.S.C. § 9601(22) (definition of “release™). Some EPA representatives have confused the use of the term “release” in
CERCLA. The term “release” is not used in section 107 of CERCLA, which defines liability, but appears in section 104,
which defines the limits of EPA’s response authority. Because mobile sources cannot cause a release, EPA lacks the
authority to conduct a response action to address releases from mobile sources under section 104 because liability requires a
“release” or “threat of release.” This also means that the costs to clean up contamination resulting from mobile source
emissions cannot be costs of response which are recoverable from any party under section 107 because a response action
must occur to be taken in response to a “release™ or “threat of release.” Mobile and stationary sources of air pollution are
also, however, excluded from liability under section 107 due to the fact that air emissions do not constitute “disposal” as
defined in CERCLA and RCRA, and arranger liability requires disposal or arranging for disposal. See 42 U.S.C. 9607 (a)(3)
(establishing arranger liability); 42 U.S.C. § 9601(29)(defining disposal under CERCLA); 42 USC 6903 (3) (defining
disposal under RCRA); 42 U.S.C. § 9601(29) (RCRA definition of solid waste, which does not include uncontained gases);
Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice v. BNSF Railway Co., 2014 WL 4085860 at *10 (9th Cir. 2014)
(Ninth Circuit concluded that emitting diesel particulate matter into the air does not constitute a disposal under RCRA),
Helter v. AK Steel, 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 9852 (S.D. Ohio 1997).
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The Petition is founded on the incorrect assumption that because ABC Coke’s annual reports of
air emissions include some hazardous air pollutants, EPA should presume that Superfund-level soi!
contamination will be found in the adjacent neighborhoods and that ABC should be presumed
responsible. All air emissions from the ABC Plant, including hazardous air pollutants, are regulated
under the CAA operating permit for that facility, which is issued by the JCDH with oversight by EPA
and pursuant to EPA standards for emission of hazardous air pollutants. Not only is ABC in compliance
with the health based emission limitations in its permit, but its proactive approach to environmental
compliance resulted in EPA using the ABC Plant as a model to develop applicable NESHAPs.

Coke by-products facilities such as ABC Coke are heavily regulated under federal and state laws.
In addition to other air regulations, ABC is subject to numerous industry-specific federal standards
which limit the air emissions from the facility, including:

. 40 CF.R. Part 60, Subpart Db: Standards of Performance for Industrial-
Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units

. 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart PP: Standard of Performance for Ammonium Sulfate
Manufacturing

. 40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subpart L: National Emission Standard for Benzene Emissions
from Coke By-Products Recovery Plant

. 40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subpart V: National Emission Standard for Equipment Leaks
(Fugitive Emission Sources)

. 40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subparts FF: National Emission Standard for Benzene Waste
Operations

. 40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart L: National Emission Standard for Coke Oven
Batteries

o 40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart ZZZZ: National Emission Standard Stationary
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines (RICE)

. 40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart CCCCC: National Emission Standard for Hazardous
Air Pollutants for Coke Ovens: Pushing, Quenching and Battery Stacks.
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These and other applicable substantive rules in ABC’s operating permit are the result of years of
development and notice and comment rulemaking. The basis for these rules is the CAA, and the aim of
these rules is to address health risk and protect human heaith and the environment so as to enforce the
CAA'’s goal of “protect[ing] and enhanc[ing] the quality of the Nation’s air resources so as to promote
the public health and welfare and the productive capacity of its population.” 42 U.S.C. § 7401(b)
(emphasis added).

The CAA requires that state regulations control emissions of criteria pollutants, including fine
particulate (PM3s), so that those emissions do not cause or contribute to any exceedence of NAAQS or
interfere with maintenance of the NAAQS. Id §7410. The NAAQS are established and regularly
updated to use the latest science to prescribe maximum levels of air contaminants sufficient to protect
the most sensitive individuals with an adequate margin of safety. Jd. § 7409. In addition, the CAA
required EPA to prepare a list of hazardous air pollutants and promulgate emission standards “at the
level which . . . provides ample margin of safety to protect public health from such hazardous air
pollutants.” 54 Fed. Reg. 38,044 (Sept. 14, 1989). The resulting regulations were the NESHAP
standards, which govern the HAP emissions at the ABC Plant, including the constituents of interest in
the Petition. In fact, EPA has clearly stated that its suite of coke oven regulations “meets—and in some
cases exceeds—the environmental goals of the coke oven provisions in the Clean Air Act.” U.S. EPA,
Fact Sheet, Coke Oven NESHAP, at 3, http://www.epa.gov/airtoxics/coke/cokefact.pdf.

Particularly with respect to coke ovens, EPA very conservatively overestimated risk to provide

greater protection of human health:

In this risk assessment. the use of these assumptions is likely to result in
our overestimating the maximum individual risk and the magnitude of risk
experienced by individual members of the population.

69 Fed. Reg. 48,338, 48,346-347 (Aug. 9, 2004) (proposed rule). Further,
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[W]e [EPA] acknowledge a probable overestimate of emission levels in
determining that risk and overall incidence is probably less than the
maximum estimated levels. For the final rule amendments adopted today,
years of monitoring data show that actual emissions have been
consistently lower than allowable levels.

70 Fed. Reg. 19,992, 19,998 (Apr. 15, 2005).

ABC goes considerably beyond the minimum federal requirements governing air contaminants,
as is evident from the fact that EPA used the ABC Plant as a model to develop the coke plant
NESHAPs. ABC has implemented voluntary controls and practices to lower particulate matter (“PM")
emissions and hazardous air pollutant emissions. ABC voluntarily installed an additional fabric filter
collector/baghouse and replaced older baghouses with new, more efficient fabric filter collectors to
control emissions associated with pushing operations, improving efficiencies by 200%. ABC uses
additional gas blanketing in the by-products process to control HAPs. To control fugitive dust, ABC
uses a wet dust suppression system, paved roads, and a vacuum truck to remove dust from the roads.
See Jefferson County Department of Health, Title V Operating Permit Evaluation for ABC Coke, at 4
(Nov. 7, 2013) (Exhibit 4). Furthermore, in order to be conservative in its emissions reporting, ABC
overstates emissions in its reports to JCDH, and reports emissions for more pollutants that it is required
to by law (e.g., ethylene). ABC’s residual risk calculation required under section 112 has demonstrated
that these measures have eliminated any risks exceeding the congressionally mandated standard.

Even if there were, contrary to this evidence, more significant emissions from the ABC Plant,
they would not reach the areas that are the subject of the Petition, much less cause soil contamination
there. The Petition includes a wind rose from the Birmingham airport documenting wind patterns from
January 1, 1970 through October 2013. Notably, the wind patterns documented in the wind rose do not
support Petitioners’ argument that wind currents carried contaminants from the ABC Plant onto their
property. The three predominant winds on the wind rose show wind from the north to south, south to

north, and northeast to southwest. As shown in Figure 2, the wind patterns cover only a small sliver of
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the area allegedly impacted by the ABC Plant’s emissions.” Moreover, as evident from the map

included in the Petition, Figure 3, both petitioners’ properties are separated from the ABC Plant by
Highway 79 (identified by blue arrows). As noted earlier, mobile sources are one of the most common
sources of benzo(a)pyrene, as well as lead, which was not removed from gasoline until 1995, and other
heavy metals.

The Petition assumes air deposition is a sound basis for presuming soil contamination and that
the area around any permitted facility that emits a hazardous air pollutant regulated under Section 112 of
the CAA (NESHAPs) would potentially be subject to a PA. The logic underlying the Petition would
suggest that EPA should conduct a PA around every site regulated under section 112 of the CAA if any
similar site shows contamination. Extended to its illogical extreme, this would require a PA of
properties surrounding every chemical plant, refinery, metal working plant, coal-fired power plant,
smelter, steel mill, glass plant, paper plant, other major sources regulated under section 112, and even
dry cleaners and other area sources regulated under section 112. Section 112 of the CAA already
requires a reduction of hazardous air pollutants to the maximum degree of reductions achievable, and
empowers EPA to consider pollutants’ health thresholds, where established, in establishing emissions
standards. 42 U.S.C. § 7412(d)(2), (d)(4). As a practical matter, resource constrained EPA cannot do a

PA at every permitted facility in the country that emits hazardous air pollutants. Needless to say, the

® In general, the two predominant wind patterns identified in the wind rose in GASP’s petition are consistent with wind roses
from other studies. However, the third most predominant wind direction shown in the wind rose, northeast to southwest, was
not a predominant wind in the other wind roses included in prior studies, including the 2009 Birmingham Air Toxics Study
(BATS) (measuring wind pattens from July 2005 through June 2006), the 2013 North Birmingham Air Toxics Risk
Assessment (measuring wind patterns from June 2011 to August 2012), the 2009 Tamrant Elementary School Study
(measuring wind patterns from August to November 2009), and wind roses from the Birmingham airport (measuring wind
patterns from 2002 to 2007 and from August to November 2009). These wind roses showed the following three predominant

winds:

. 2009 BATS: north to south, south to north, and west to east;

) 2013 North Birmingham Air Toxics Risk Assessment: north to south, southeast to northwest, and northwest
to southeast;

. 2009 Tarrant Elementary School Study: southeast to northwest (top two) and east to west;
Airport (2002-2007): north to south, south to north, and east to west;

. Airport (Aug.-Nov. 2009): east to west, north to south, and southeast to northwest.
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logic is inconsistent with the law governing the establishment of response priorities under CERCLA.
Mead Corp. v. Browner, 100 F.3d 152, 156 (D.C. Cir. 1996).

Acceptance of GASP’s air emissions theory could have significant ramifications for the City of
Tarrant, the City of Birmingham, and business and industry within Birmingham or any city. Under such
a theory, boundaries of a Superfund site would never be clearly defined and would be subject to
continued expansion in an area with multiple permitted air emissions facilities, inconsistent with the
Mead decision. EPA itself has admitted that pursuing Superfund liability on the basis of air emissions
alone is a novel approach. Moreover, and as noted earlier, it is clear from EPA’s PA Guidance that EPA
envisioned air pathways for Superfund liability to encompass deposition from waste piles and dusty site
conditions rather than regulated emissions from a stack. See PA Guidance at 127.

Granting the Petition would also be inconsistent with congressionally mandated consideration of
actual health based studies, all of which indicate that there is no significant risk from air or other
exposures in Tarrant and the areas surrounding the ABC Plant. EPA’s Pre-CERCLIS Screening
Guidance provides that a site should not be entered into CERCLIS, and therefore no PA is required for a
site, if, among other reasons, an EPA-approved risk assessment for the area shows no risk.

1) 2009 Tarrant Elementary School Study

In 2009, EPA conducted air monitoring at the Tarrant Elementary School as part of its national
initiative to monitor air toxics around certain schools. The monitor at Tarrant Elementary School is
approximately 400 yards from the ABC Plant.' EPA performed air monitoring from August 5, 2009,
through November 24, 2009, for key pollutants based on emissions from nearby sources, including lead

in total suspended particulates (“TSP""), benzene and volatile organic compounds (“VOCs”), arsenic and

' This monitor not only reflected contributions from ABC Coke, but from all sources in the area, including mobile sources,
which provides more accurate data than a specific study related to one facility.
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other metals including PMjo, and benzo(a)pyrene and other PAHs. See Tarrant Elementary School
Study.

The results demonstrated that measured concentrations of lead were below the NAAQS for lead.
Further, as shown in Figure 4, levels of pollutants “associated with coke plants” (according to EPA)",
including benzene, arsenic, (PM o), and benzo(a)pyrene, were all below the levels of significant concern
for long term exposures, and lower than previously suggested by modeling data. EPA noted that these
pollutants may also come from other sources such as motor vehicles and gas stations. Based on these
results, EPA decided that it was not necessary to extend air toxics monitoring at this school.

The results of the Tarrant Elementary School Study are the most repreéentative assessment data
available for evaluating air quality and risks associated with air toxics in the area immediately
surrounding the ABC Plant (i.e., Tarrant). The study revealed concentrations of benzo(a)pyrene,
arsenic, and other pollutants below the levels of significant concern. Therefore, this study constitutes
an EPA-approved risk assessment showing no unacceptable health risk, and accordingly, entry of the
Petitioned Area into CERCLIS and performance of a PA for the area is not appropriate.

2) North Birmingham Air Toxics Risk Assessment

In March 2013, EPA issued the “North Birmingham Air Toxics Risk Assessment,” a risk
assessment study that evaluated ambient air toxics and the resulting human health risk assessment
(chronic and acute) in four North Birmingham communities. See EPA’s 2013 North Birmingham Study
at 1. The study analyzed data from four monitors in the North Birmingham area, which included the
same Shuttlesworth monitor that was used in the 2009 Birmingham Air Toxics study issued by JCDH.

See JCDH Environmental Health Services, Air and Radiation Protection Division, Birmingham Air

" In the Tarrant Elementary School Study, EPA suggested that many of the emissions it was monitoring were “associated
with coke plants.” ABC Coke notes that this description is overbroad as it relates to some pollutants such as arsenic, which is

not consistent with coke oven emissions.
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Toxics Study, at 7 (Feb. 2009), available at http://www.epa.gov/regiond/air/airtoxic/2005-2006-
Birmingham-Air—Toxics-Sggdx—Final-Re@rt.ggf (hereinafter, “JCDH's 2008 BAT Study™).

Although the results of EPA’s 2013 North Birmingham Study are more reflective of impacts
from industries within the 35" Avenue Superfund Site than impacts from the ABC Coke facility, EPA
found. among other things, that the long-term cancer risks calculated at each of the four monitoring sites
fell within EPA’s range of acceptability. Sec EPA’s 2013 North Birmingham Study at 1. EPA and
JCDH have stated that the acceptable cancer risk range is 1x107 to 1x107. Jd. (“excess cancer risks that
range between 1x10°¢ to 1x10™ are considered to be acceptable™); See JCDH’s 2009 BAT Study (JCDH
adopted EPA’s acceptable risk level range of 1x10° 10 1x10™ for cancer). Additionally, EPA reported
that it is unlikely that adverse non-cancer affects will occur as a result of long-term exposures. EPA’s
2013 North Birmingham Study at 41. EPA also noted that its “sampling and laboratory analysis process
was subject to rigorous quality assurance/quality control procedures.” /d. at 1.

Further, the results of this study with regard to long-term cancer risk and non-cancer health
hazards from long term exposures were lower at the Shuttlesworth monitor than a similar study
conducted by JCDH in 2009.'? See JCDH's 2009 BAT Study. Benzene levels also decreased at this
monitor from the levels reported in JCDH’s 2009 BAT Study. as did manganese levels, the highest
contributor to non-cancer hazard effects.

3) 2014 ATSDR Evaluation

On August 11, 2014, at the direction of EPA Region IV, ATSDR published a public health
assessment. To prepare the report. ATSDR collected relevant health data, environmental data, and

community health concerns from EPA, state and local health and environmental agencies, the

2 The Shuttlesworth monitor is closer to another industrial coking facility, and is approximately 1.5 miles away from ABC
Coke. The data collected by the Shuttlesworth monitor is not consistent with ABC Coke’s emissions, and also includes
mobile source emissions and area source emissions, etc. See EPA’s 2013 North Birmingham Study at 8. Moreover, even if
the Shuttlesworth monitor reflects some contribution from ABC Coke, the resulting air quality is at acceptable risk levels in

any event.
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community, and industry to determine if people are being exposed to hazardous substances and, if so,
whether that exposure is harmful and should be stopped or reduced. Specifically, ATSDR evaluated air
samples collected from the three 35" Avenue communities in 2005/2006, 2009, and 2011/2012. In sum,
ATSDR concluded that past short-term exposures and past and current long-term exposures to
particulate matter (“PM”) could have resulted in harmful effects to sensitive individuals (e.g., people
with asthma, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, and cardiovascular disease) but not the general
public. ATSDR Evaluation at 9-10. Additionally, ATSDR concluded that “[t]he current estimated
cumulative cancer risks from air contaminants in North Birmingham are within EPA’s target risk range”
and that levels of air contaminants (volatile organic compounds, semi-volatile organic compounds,
carbonyls and metals) are not likely to result in harmful noncancerous health effects. /d at 10.

4) 2014 JCDH Death Rates Comparison Report

On August 6, 2014, JCDH released a report that compared various rates of death and birth
outcomes for residents in the North Birmingham communities of Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman
Park to residents of the remainder of Jefferson County for the ten year period of 2000-2009. See 2014
JCDH Death Rate Comparison Report (Exhibit 2). In sum, JCDH found no excess cancer due to
pollution in the North Birmingham communities. Specifically, the study concluded that the overall
death rate for all causes of death combined, deaths from all cancers combined and for the following
cancers individually: breast, leukemia, liver and lung were statistically the same between residents of the
North Birmingham neighborhoods and the rest of Jefferson County. In addition, the death rates from
asthma and COPD (Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease) were statistically the same between
residents in Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman Park compared to the rest of the county. Similarly, the
rates of infant mortality, still births and birth defects were statistically the same between the

neighborhoods and the county. Experts with the Alabama Cancer Registry also looked at cancer rates
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among African-Americans in North Birmingham (zip code 35207) compared to African-Americans in
the rest of Alabama during 2002-2011, and found no significant differences among the types of cancers
known to be associated with air, water and soil pollution.

As shown by these studies and assessments, air quality in North Birmingham and the Petitioned
Area is not adversely affecting public health or the environment. Accordingly, the Petitioned Area is not
eligible for entry into CERCLIS and performance of a PA for the Petitioned Area is inappropriate.

V. CONCLUSION

EPA should deny the Petition because Petitioners have provided no evidence of a release or
threat of release that might require a response at the ABC Plant or the Petitioned Area. Furthermore, all
available evidence indicates that there has been no release or threat of release that might require a
response, and applicable health assessments confirm that there is no risk to health or the environment in

the Petitioned Area.

Respectfully submitted,

/s Steven G. McKinney

Richard E. Glaze, Jr.

Steven G. McKinney

Balch & Bingham LLP

1901 Sixth Avenue North, Suite 1500
Birmingham, AL 35203-4642
rglaze@balch.com
smckinney@balch.com

Robert B. McKinstry, Jr.

Jennifer E. Drust

Ballard Spahr, LLP

1735 Market Street, 51% Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Telephone: (215) 864-8208

Email: mckinstry@ballardspahr.com

Attorneys for ABC Coke
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Figure 1

Pattern of Exceedences at 35 Avenue Superfund Site
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Figure2
Wind Rose Compared to Alleged] Affected Area
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See GASP Petition: Wind Rose for Birmingham Airport from 1970-2013 and outline of
residential area allegedly impacted by ABC Coke’s emissions.



Figure 3

Map Showing Separation of Petitioners’ Properties from ABC Plant
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See GASP Petition: Location of ABC Coke and Petitioners’ Residences.
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Figure 4

Results of Tarrant Health Risk Assessment

Kay Folluants Arsanic Berzene Benzobalpyrena Lead Noo—FOJ/FEM
grammfodvic  OMicregram)cubic et} Qficrogracsfcabic oweer)  Otanegrams | culsic mete)
—tar) -
Sample 150 30 64 150
Screeming Level
07:30:2009 - - - -
08 05 2009 1.74 232 - -~
0B/11:2009 1.59% 2.50 0.000330 870
08 17:2009 0.37 0.25 ND 2.03
08:23:2009 - 1.09 ND 1.76
08.29/2009 -— 213 0.000120 6.68
09.04/2009 216 1.04 0.0000300 359
79:10/2009 213 0815 0.0000300 2.49
09/16/2009 - 0.361 ND 1.9
09:22/2009 1.08 0617 0.0000400 1.88
09/28/2003 205 13.0 0.00144 191
10/04/2009 1434 1.05 Q.0008700 391
10/10/2009 1.9 3.61 0000100 1.79
10/16:2009 026 253 0.000170 165
10/22:200% o.t6 032 ND 252
10/28° 2009 1.30 214 0000210 9.87
14/00°2009 21 203 0000140 2.73
V1,03 2009 267 2.9 0 QOD160 324
11/09:2009 1.34 0302 0.0000700 3.18
1112 2009 1.26 2.63 0.0000600 2.36
11/18.2009 037 1.16 0.0000600 -
11:24 2009 0.72 0.946 0.0000400 360
ND = Pollutant Not Detected

— = Sampla not taken or invalid

See Tarrant Elementary School Study
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Exhibit 1
JCDH’s Fact Sheet for ABC Title V Permit



for DRAFT RENEWAL TITLE V OPERATING PERMIT for ABC Coke

The Department had decided to grant a public Information session for the draft renewal Title V Operating Permit for ABC Coke to be held on
the Monday, March 31st, at 6:00 pm, at Tarrant intermediate School (in the lunchroom), located at #1 Wildcat Drive, Tarrani, Alabama 35071.

The Department had also decided to grant a public hearing for the draft renewal Titls V Operating Permit for ABC Coke to be held on
Monday, April 14th at 1:00 pm at the Jefferson County Department of Health (in Conference Room A), located at 1400 Sixth Avenue South,

Birmingham, AL 35233.

Major industries facilities are required to receive Title V Operating
Parmits. Such Titls V Operating Permits are issued by the Jellerson
County Department of Health (Deparimant), have lerms of five {5)
years and include all of the applicable requirements that the industrial
sources mus! comply with. During the Initial Issuance of such Title V
Operating Permits, the public, Alabama Department of Environmental
Management (ADEM), the United States Environmental Prolection
Agency (USEPA), and the respective company are afforded an
opportunity to comment on the initial draft/proposed Titla V Operating
Permit. In addition, the public may request a hearing on the initial draft
Title V Operating Permit.

Renewals of Title V Operating Permits are issued prior to the expiration
date of the previous Title V Operating Permit OR alter the expiration date
of the previous Title V Operating Permit where a timely (l.e., within six (8)
months of expiration) application has been recelved by the Department.
Simliar to the Initial Issuance of Tille V Operating Permits, tha pubtic,
Alabama Department of Environmental Management (ADEM), the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and the
raspective company are afforded an opportunity io comment on the
renewal draft/proposed Title V Operating Permit. Similarly, the public may
raquest a hearing on the renewal draft Title V Operating Permit.

Basic Operations and Emissions

ABC Coke currently has a Title V Operating Permit which was
issued on November 17, 2008 and expired on November 17,
2013, However, in accordance with federal Title V Operating
Permit requirements 40 CFR 70, the ABC Coke Is allowed 10
operale under the expired Title V Operating Permit since it
submitted a timely permit application on May 15, 2013.

The draft renewal Title V Opsrating Permit for ABC Coke was
placed on public notice with the comment period baginning
on February 9, 2013 with an Initial comment period ending
on March 11, 2013. The public, the facility, and ADEM had an
opporiunity to comment on the draft Tille V Operating Parmit
for ABC Coke. In addition, the public has requested both &
public hearing and a public information session on the draft
ranewal Title V Operating Permit for ABC Coke.

Once all comments from the public are received and
recanciled, the draft renewal Title V Operating Permit along
with public comments received will be forwardad 1o the
USEPA for a 45-day review/comment period of the proposed
draft renewal Title V Operating Permit for ABC Coke.

ABC Coke produces coke by "baking” coal in an oxygen-less oven, whare the volatiles are removed from the
coal {captured and refined or destroyed in the by-products plant). The coks is then removed from the oven

and pilad/ loaded for shipment to end users.

Total combined process/source emissions result in classification of the facility as an actual major source o
pariiculate matter (PM}, sulfur oxides (SOx), nitrogen oxkie (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), volalile organic
compounds (VOCs), and hazardous air pollutanis (HAP). In the year 2013, 1otal faciity actual emissions of the
above pollutanis were estimated to be 481.51 tpy, 1868 tpy, 1041 tpy, 460 tpy, 135 tpy, and 24.33 tpy, raspectively.

Additions since the Previous Permit

ABC Coke has added, voluntarily, controls and practices to lower particulate and HAP emisslons

No new emission sources were added to the facility since the last permit renewal; however two existing
emergency generators were added to the permit due to new regulations. These generators are an
insignificant source of emissions but by rule are Included in the permit with conditions.

No physical increases In emissions sources were added while controls for PM and HAPs were increased

resuiting In lower potential emissions from these sources.
Compli

ABC Coke is currently in compliance with all applicable air pollution rules and regulations.

JerrersoN COUNTY
DepArTMENT OF HEALTH



Exhibit 2
2014 JCDH Death Rates Comparison Report



Summary from the Comparison of Death Rates and Birth Outcomes of
African-Americans Living in Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman Park to
African-Americans Living in the Rest of Jefferson County, Alabama

The Jefferson County Department of Health, using birth and death records maintained by the
Alabama Department of Public Health, compared various rates of death and birth outcomes for
residents of the North Birmingham communities of Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman Park to
residents of the remainder of Jefferson County for the ten-year period of 2000-2009. The
following is a summary of the findings from this analysis:

o The overall death rate for all causes of death combined, deaths from all cancers
combined, and for the following cancers individually: breast, leukemia, liver and lung
were statistically the same between residents in Collegeville, Fainmont and Harriman
Park compared to the rest of Jefferson County. Because there were no brain cancer
deaths noted in the Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman Park communities between
2000 and 2009, the rate is statistically lower than for the rest of Jefferson County.

e The death rates from Asthma and Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD)
were statistically the same between residents in Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman
Park compared to the rest of Jefferson County.

» The rates of infant mortality, stillbirths and birth defects were statistically the same
between residents in Collegeville, Fairmont and Harriman Park compared to the rest
of Jefferson County.



Comparison of Cancer Incidence Rates for Zip Code 35207 to Jefferson County (Excluding 35207)
far African Americans Only, Males and Females, 2002-2011 for Selected Cancer Sites
35207 Jefferson County (Excluding 35207) Lower | Upper
Age-Adjusted Rate Age-Adjusted Rate Limit | Limlt | Observed | Expected
Cancer Sile 2002 to 2011 2002 to 2011 SIR| SIR | SIR Cases Cases

All Sites 521.4 546.8] 0.96] 0.89f 1.05 587 608.6
Oral Cavity and Pharynx 12.9 10.6] 1.28 0.71 2.03 15 11.7
Esupha;us 7.5 49] 158} 0.70] 2.81 9 S.7
Stomach 12.1 128 097] 0.52 1.56 14 14.4
Small Intestine 39 4.1} 0.89] 0.22] 2.00 4 4.5
Colon and Rectum 66.4 659] 099 0.77] 1.23 73 74.0
Liver 5.6 70| 0.76] 0.26] 1.50 6 7.9
Pancreas 119 15.1| 0.82 044} 132 14 17.0
Nose, Nasal Cavity and Middle Ear 1.0 0.7} 1.28/ 0.00] 5.12 1 0.8
Larynx 6.7 6.6] 1.06 0.44] 194 8 7.6
Lung and Bronchus 574 68.2] 0.87] 067 1.09 68 783
Urinary Bladder 9.4 10.4}] 0.93 0.45 158 11 11.8
Kidney and Renal Pelvis 19.7 18.2| 1.04} 0.63] 154 21 20.2
Lymphoma 145 154} 100! 056] 156 16 16.1
Hodgkin Lymphoma 3.8 2.6/ 1.55] 039} 3.48 4 2.6
Non-Hodglg_n_Lymphoma 10.6 12.7} 0.89] 0.45 1.48 12 13.5
Leukemia 7.5 11.7] 063] 0.26] 1.16 8 12.6
Lymphocytic Leukemia 3.7 5.4} 0.67 0.17 1.50 4 6.0}
Acute Lymphocytic Leukemia 0.9 0.8/ 1.21] 0.00f 4.84 1 0.8
Chronic Lymphocytic Leukemia 2.7 44} 061] 011} 151 3 4.9
Myelold and Monocytic Leukemia 2.8 5.3] 053] 0.0} 1.32 3 5.6
Acute Myeloid Leukemia 1.8 3.6} 0.52 0.04 152 2 3.8
Acute Monocytic Leukemla 1.0 0.2] 6.21] 0.00] 24.84 1 0.2
Other Leukemla 1.0 0.9 1.00f 0.00] 3.9 1 1.0

Expected cases are based on the rates for African Amercians in Jefferson County excluding 35207.

Rates and SIRs based on less than 6 cases are considered unstable and should be interpreted with caution.
All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. (18 age groups) standard.

An SiR of 1.0 indicates no difference between 35207 and the comparison group.

As SIR > 1.0 indicates more than expected cases, and an SIR < 1.0 indicates less than expected cases based on the comparison group.
The lower limit and upper limit represent 95% confidence intervals for the SIR.

All of the rates and SIRs were found to be within normal ranges (not statistically different from the comparison group).
Source: Alabama Statewide Cancer Registry, 2014.



Exhibit 3
JCDH Response to Comments



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

1. My name is Cynthia Rosgen and I have lived at Presbyterian Manor for
6 years. I have COPD, and had lung cancer surgery, 5-9-12. Even
though I do have a hlstory of cancer; the soat, or smut from ABC Plant,
permeates [sicl my apt. In my vents, mndows, my carpet no matter how
much I dusror vacunm, are black. If we sit outside, it cbvers everything,
The cars, and [sxc] it’s‘o n ¢ urf feet when we come in. On rainy, cloudy
days you can real,lyzsee the en'ixsgxqg;s?frgm the plant. And, [sic] you can
tell the dlt‘feren y eenregul ondg“an& those bjack emissions. It

does affect my éﬁ'thing, my . en ', and my appetitens terribly bad. I

cwale " pnieﬁmas tﬁey' “flush’’; the system and

Vi 'dark‘onfthose\‘fiaySf -Twon’teven shower. Thank you

for your concern for"us. /e mostly‘ are Iow-mcome & eldexjy here.

Due to thc concems ovcr a1r pollutlon and soot at Presbytetlan Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and wﬂl continue to
work with the commumty to analyze the comments xecc;Ved during the pub-
lic comment périod. On May 16, 2014 the Department*co:xducted an indoor
air inspection. The qupechon dxdxnot reﬂcct the condltxons outlined in the
complaints. The Departmentnoted very clean conchtlons as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition ,msxde the apart:ﬂents or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof).: ’[he Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Deparftnent would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of i improying air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) workmg with federal and state programs to conduct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting i inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations.

2. My name is Ethel Nixon. I am a resident at Presbyterian Manor Apart-
ments...926 Overton Avenue...Apt 213 - Tarrant, AL 35217.ABC Coke



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

is a hazard to my health: 1) Soot comes [sic] into {sic] my apartment

through vents, window sills, and my floor is [sic] dirty from soot, 2) Res-

piratory — Breathing is [sic] not good, 3) Cannot [sic] sit outside because

of air pollution.

Due to the concerns 6\“}’e’i'ﬁai,r pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the

Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and's will continue to

work with the community to analyze, the comments received during the pub-
n iod: On May. ,ZOitfi,tthepartment conducted an indoor

d c_i_%gotréﬂecl;the:condmons outlingd in the

k3

: 1 ~"ép notédz\ ry‘cleag chndltloni as well és no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartmens of in the &ir handling systems
for ﬂf¢ bui.ldir/'lgféﬁ} ,mQDTl; Depgirtm‘ént;vlll inspect again if more
complaints are teceived:: The Department would ask that if you observe ex-

cess erxii§sion§‘; Unpleasant odors p'r""s“dot deposits to call 930~}239 tofile a

timely complaint. © * . TR

Jefferson County Départment of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across J efferson County; The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working With federal and state programs to conduct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant ElémentarySchqpl) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to. ensure compliance of all federal, state,

and local regulations. . T

S C i
L e

3. My name is Earl Hines. I live at 926 Overton Avenue, Birmingham, AL
35217. 1 have a real problem with ABC Coke. I suffer with cancer, heart
trouble, high blood, and all kinds [sic] of skin disease [sic]. My home is
full of black coal and so are my lungs. All my clothes [sic] stay full of
coal dust. I feel like what’s killing me is what I don’t see.

* Due to the concems over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the commuaity to analyze the commeats received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or.soat deposits to call 930-1239 to file a

timely complaint.. -+~ -

J effersoquE’)uﬁty Departme 1t of Health has the mission ofrﬁnp;ovmg air

quality to protect publi¢ health across Jefferson County. The J CDH accom-
plishes this goal b ;}y{ogiﬁmg‘mﬂtfedemland sfate programs to conduct
 air m g (Tarrar nt ElementarySchéol) 2) conducting'inspec-
y,and night.tb ensure compliance oFall federal, state,

i

.3 = %
# i B o

tions'unannounced da

L

ot

My name s Janie Ellis.. I live at Presbyterjan Manor, 926 Overton Ave-
nue, Tarrant, AL 35217, Apt. 314. My concern is my health. The soot
comes [soot] from ABC Coke Plant [sic]. Soot [sic] windows & sills, car-
pet [sic], vents [sic] in the kitchen, bedroom, and bathroom. Outside the
ground is [sic] covered with b‘l‘aiCil(k[jsic’],‘sfoBti’Iv continue to cough; eyes
are watery [sic] & Burnmg Breathmgls ﬁhpgiféd [sic] sometimes.
Please consider human’s [sic] (pedple) health when renewing ABC Coke
Plant [sic]. g R e

‘,‘EM y e

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.



QUSﬂONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations. -

T
Ty

¥

- Mr. Barney Fond, 26 Overton Avenue, Apt, 305, Tarrant, AL 35217.
Air’pollution [sic}is bothering [sic] my ybégeath{ng. My apartment win-
dows are black [sic]:' T wipe out miy windos every month. The [sic]
windows are blacki: A lady clean my aparfment every two [sic] weeks
and [sic] it’s alw“ays hlack on mxalls [sic] ag;i furniure. Ilive across
the street fromABCCBk&Icannot[s:c] sit outside too [sic] long. Ona
pretty day, I caiinot [sic] sit outside for a long time, because of the pollu-
tion[sic]p B ' SR

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the cdmniéntg reteived during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16,2014, the Departient conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did ‘Dot reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the ajr handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson Couaty. The JICDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of al] federal, state,
and local regulations.



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

6. My name is Beverly Hill (Presbyterian Manor, 926 Overton Avenue,
Apt. 112, B’ham, AL 35217) and I am bothered by dust coming into
windows & vents. This affects my severe allergies. I have black dust I
my apartment. This dust collects on my blinds, furniture, curtains, and
nick-nacks. Tlns caiiSes me to sneeze & cough and have attacks, making
me take my. over-the counter allergy meds, ’

.&

L .
o « i;‘

Due (6 the concerns ovc: a;r’é'?ollutton and soot at Presbytena.n M‘anor the
Department has condué‘tnd an‘md'éoi"gtr assessment and will continue to
work with theco '}11ty to anafy y: the commeéts recen/ed during the pub-
lic comment pex;fod. On May 16,2014, the I}epz}rtment éonducted an indoor
air mspectlon Th f“’pectxon did-not reflect the ‘onditidis outliried in the
compla amts The@Depa'rtment noted vety clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposmon msxde the apartments or in the air handlmg systems
for the butldmg (on the roof). The Department will inspect agam if more
complaints ‘are received. The Department would ask that if-you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposﬁs, to call 930—1239 to file a

(4

timely complam& ; R I A

Jefferson County Department of Health has the rm_§swn of improving air
quality to protect public.1 health across J efferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) workmg with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elemcntary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations.

7. Betty Jones (Presbyterian Manor, 926 Overton Avenue, Apt 411,
B’ham, AL 35217). My concerns regarding the ABC Coke Plant are the
following: 1) The pollution is [sic] all over my furmture, 2) My rug is
“grimy” and it looks black (It [sic] supposed to be gray.), 3) At night, I
cannot hardly [sic] breathe, because of the pollution. I have to puta
towel over my nose, so I can breathe, 4) The vent out in the hallway and
the black stuff comes out all over the floors & hallway, 5) When I turn
on the air and heat it makes all the “black stuff” worse in my home, 6)

5



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

When the air comes on at night, I begin to cough and cough because of
the pollution [sic] in the air, 7) The window sills have all the “black stuff’
pollution all over the sill, all the time, 8) When I walk in and through my
apartment my shoes have “black stuff” all over them. ,

Due to the concerns over air pollutlon and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received durmg the pub-
lic c{omment period. On.M ay 6’;20!,4 the Department conducted an indoor
i H pecnon die fnot reﬂéct; the,bondm ns outlined in the
complamts The Depaftment noted. very clean ondmons as well as no evi-
dence of soot dcgdsltlon inside the; partmenw og:m the a1r handhng systerns
for thq bmldmg, (on { the root) TheDepartment will inspéct again'if more
complamts are rccexved "The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposnts to call 930-1239 to file a
timely cofnplamt. o : :

Jefferson County Department of Health has the Imssxon of 1mprovmg air
quality to protect public héalth across J efferson County “The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) workmg with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air momtonng (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and mght ta ensure comphance of all federal, state,
and local regulations. S

8.1 am Margaret Curtis. I have lived [sic] around this air pollution all my
life [sic] from Sloss and ABC Plant. Now, I am on oxygen day and night.
All this pollution comes in my apartment [sic]. My windows are closed
[sic] and [sic] it travels in my vents. I am also a heart patient [sic]. I
have COPD. All that black stuff comes [sic] in. I can’t sit outside [sic]
too [sic] long. It’s [sic] also in my carpet, and [sic] the bottom of my
shoes are [sic] black. They need to do something for all that pollution,
because it is hurting me and the rest of us in the Presbyterian Manor.
Something needs [sic] to be done.



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean ‘cb"nditiqns as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (oxi“th{':‘l‘.oof);}f’(lf'hi: Department will inspect agam if more
complaints are received. gDepartment would ask that if you observe ex-
cess’emissions, ﬁnpleasintodom Mt“"gc‘i&‘pgsitgito call 930-1239 fo file a

timely complaii S TR

Jeffetson County Départment of Health has,the mission of improving air
quality.to prOteé’;% ubhcilealtha,crﬁsskf?erson County. The J CDH accom-
plishes this goal'by 1) 'working with federal and state programs.to conduct

ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unanhgﬁhced,(dziy; and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,

and local regulations. .~ . Do

- Wallace Williams; Jr. Congested at night, difficulty breathing. Doctor
[sic] prescribed inhaler but that does not ly,lglg'.;zl‘ try opening the window
and the air does not help me get good quality air to breathe. Eye aller-
gies - my eye waters [sic] & itch “badly” [sic] all the time. It is worst [sic]
at night, when I have my windd‘w?gf‘tfb. Skin rash Dr. gave prescri ption,
but the cream does not help the rash. I cannot [sic] get air & I get
“scared” & “panicky”. Water has an odor and different color.

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more

7



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public-héalth across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state* programs to conduct
ambient air momtonng (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conductmg inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure comphance of all federa] state,
and local regula i 3 *

10. (Veromca Melto mrpsbyterian,Manor, 926 OvertonIAvenue, Apt. 105,
B’ham, AL 35217)=Iiwas hvmg at:3052 32" Avenue West. I was 17 when
we moved to 3320 32“" Place North T moved in here July 1995 I have
been here for18 years. When I clean my apartment there is black dust
everywhet:e I can dust me and have dust (1lleg1ble) I was diagnosed
with MS in’ 1982 I have shortness of breath. - :

Due to the concems over air pollutlon and soot at Presbytenan Manor the
Department has cdnducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the comrnumty to analyze the commients received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection dld not reﬂect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted 3 very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complamt

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of i improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-



. [l

1. Coke By-product Recovery Plant and Associated Equipment.

Emission Unit 005

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 Definitions

Section 1.5.15 Recordkeeping and Reporting

Section 2.1.3
Chapter 4

Part 6.1
Section 8.26.3

Section 8.26.4
Section 8.26.5

Section 8.26.6
Section 8.26.7

Section 8.26.8
Section 8.26.9

Section 8.26.10
Section 8.26.11
Section 8.26.12
Section 8.27.2

Section 8.27.3
Section 8.27.4
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60
40 CFR 61
40 CFR 61

Permit Conditions

Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency

Visible Emissions

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants — General
Requirements

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants -~ Pumps

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants — Valves in Gas
and Light Liquid Service

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants — Pressure Relief
Valves in Gas Service

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants ~ Open Ended
Valves

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants ~ Delay of Repair
Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants — Napthalene
Separation Unit Emissions

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants — Recordkeeping
Requirements

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants — Reporting
Requirements

Leaks from By-Product Recovery Plants - Modification of
Monitoring, Recordkeeping, and Reporting Requirements
Coke Oven Gas Bleeder System — Emissions Capture and
Control

Coke Oven Gas Bleeder System — Monitoring

Coke Oven Gas Bleeder System - Monitoring

Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees

Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Testing

Testing Methods

Subparts L and V

Subpart FF

2. Coke Battery No. 1 — Coking and Charging

Emission Unit No. 004
Applicabie Regulations:

Part 1.3
Section 1.5.15
Section 2.1.3
Chapter 4

Definitions

Recordkeeping and Reporting

Permit Conditions

Episode Plan during an Air Poliution Emergency

11



Part 6.1

Part 6.2

Part 6.4
Section 6.9.3
Section 6.9.5
Section 6.9.6
Section 6.9.7
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60

40 CFR 63

40 CFR 63

Visible Emissions

Fugitive Dust and Odors

Process Industries - General

Control of Particulate Emissions — Charging

Control of Particulate Emissions ~ Topside

Control of Particulate Emissions — Coke Oven Doors
Control of Particulate Emissions — Oven Maintenance
Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Testing

Testing Methods

Subparts A & L

Subpart CCCCC

3. Coke Battery No. 5 - Coking and Charging

Emission Unit No. 003

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 Definitions

Section 1.5.15 Recordkeeping and Reporting

Section 2.1.3 Permit Conditions

Chapter 4 Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Part 6.1 Visible Emissions

Part 6.2 Fugitive Dust and Odors

Part 6.4 Process Industries - General

Section 6.9.3 Control of Particulate Emissions — Charging

Section 6.9.5 Control of Particulate Emissions — Topside

Section 6.9.6 Control of Particulate Emissions — Coke Oven Doors
Section 6.9.7 Control of Particulate Emissions — Oven Maintenance
Chapter 16 Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Chapter 18 Major Source Operating Permits

Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60
40 CFR 63
40 CFR 63

Permit Conditions
Testing

Testing Methods
Subparts A& L
Subparts CCCCC

4. Coke Battery No. 6 — Coking and Charging

Emission Unit No. 002

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 De=finitions

Section 1.5.15 Recordkeeping and Reporting

Section 2.1.3 Permit Conditions

Chapter 4 Erisode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Part 6.1 Visible Emissions

12



Part 6.2

Part 6.4
Section 6.9.3
Section 6.9.5
Section 6.9.6
Section 6.9.7
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18,2.8
40 CFR 60

40 CFR 63

40 CFR 63

Fugitive Dust and Odors

Process Industries — General

Control of Particulate Emissions — Charging

Control of Particulate Emissions — Topside

Control of Particulate Emissions — Coke Oven Doors
Control of Particulate Emissions — Oven Maintenance
Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Testing

Testing Methods

Subparts A & L

Subparts CCCCC

5. Underfire Stack Number 4 Associated with Coke Battery Nos. 5 and 6

Emission Unit No. 007

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 Definitions

Section 1.5.15 Recordkeeping and Reporting

Section 2.1.3 Permit Conditions

Chapter 4 Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Part 6.1 Visible Emissions

Part 6.3 Fuel Burning Equipment

Section 6.9.8 Control of Particulate Emissions — Combustion Stacks
Chapter 16 Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Chapter 18 Major Source Operating Permits

Section 18.2.4 Permit Conditions

Section 18.2.8 Testing

40 CFR 60 Testing Methods

40 CFR 63 Subparts A & CCCCC

6. Underfire Stack Number 1 Associated with Coke Battery No. 1

Emission Unit No. 008
Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3
Section l.;.IS
Section 2.(.3
Chapter 4

Part 6.1

Part 6.3
Section 6.9.8
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8

Definitions

Recordkeeping and Reporting

Permit Conditions

Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Visible Emissions

Fuel Bumning Equipment

Control of Particulate Emissions — Combustion Stacks
Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Testing

13



+ 40 CFR 60
40 CER 63

Testing Methods
Subparts A & CCCCC

7. South Coke Quenching Tower
Emission Unit No. 018

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 Definitions

Section 1.5.15 Recordkeeping and Reporting
Section 2.1.3 Permit Conditions

Chapter 4

Part 6.1
Section 6.9.8
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60

40 CFR 63

Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Visible Emissions

Control of Particulate Emissions — Quenching
Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Testing

Testing Methods

Subparts A & CCCCC

8. North Coke Quenching Tower
Emission Unit No. 024
Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3
Section 1.5.15
Section 2.1.3
Chapter 4

Part 6.1
Section 6.9.8
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60

40 CFR 63

Definitions

Recordkeeping and Reporting

Permit Conditions

Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Visible Emissions

Control of Particulate Emissions — Quenching
M2ajor Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Teasting

Testing Methods

Subpart A & CCCCC

9. Coke Pushing Operations of Coke Battery Nos. 1, 5, and 6
Emission Unit No. 032
Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3
Section 1.5.15
Section 2.1.3
Chapter 4
Part 6.1

Part 6.2

D-finitions

F ~cordkeeping and Reporting

P-rmit Conditions

Er~‘sode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Visible Emissions

Fucitive Dust and Odors

14



Chapter 4

Part 6.1

Part 6.3

Pant 7.1
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8

40 CER 60

11. Boiler Number 8

Settion 6.9.4 Control of Particulate Emissions — Pushing
Chapter 16 Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Chapter 18 Major Source Operating Permits
Section 18.2.4 Permit Conditions
Section 18.2.8 Testing
40 CFR 60 Testing Methods
40 CFR 63 Subparts A & CCCCC
10. Boiler Number 7
Emission Unit No. 020
Applicable Regulations:
Part 1.3 Definitions
Section 1.5.15 Fecordkeeping and Reporting
Section 2.1.3 Permit Conditions

Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency

Visible Emissions

Control of Particulate Emissions — Fuel Burning Equipment
Control of Sulfur Compound Emissions — Fuel Combustion
Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees

Major Source Operating Permits

Permit Conditions

Testing '

Testing Methods

Emission Unit No. 019

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 [efinitions

Section 1.5.15 P ecordkeeping and Reporting

Section 2.1.3 Fermit Conditions

Chapter 4 I'»isode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency

Part 6.1 V' sible Emissions

Part 6.3 Control of Particulate Emissions — Fuel Buming Equipment
Part 7.1 Control of Sulfur Compound Emissions — Fuel Combustion
Chapter 16 Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees

Chapter 18 Major Source Operating Permits

Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60

12. Boiler Number 9

Pzrmit Conditions
Testing
Testing Methods

Emission Unit No. 001
Applicable Regulations:
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Part 1.3
Section 1.5.15
Section 2.1.3
Chapter 4
Part 6.1

Part 6.3

Part 7.1
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60

40 CFR 60

Definitions

Recordkeeping and Reporting

Permit Conditions

Episode Plan during an Air Pollution Emergency
Visible Emissions

Control of Particulate Emissions — Fuel Buming Equipment
Control of Sulfur Compound Emissions — Fuel Combustion

Major Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
Major Source Operating Perrnits

Permit Conditions

Testing

Testing Methods

Subpart Db

13. Coal Conveying System, Dust Collector and Dust Collection System for Coal

Blending, Storage and Handling Facility
Emission Unit No. 033
Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3
Section 1.5.15
Section 2.1.3

13. Flare

Definitions
R=cordkeeping and Reporting
P>rmit Conditions

Part 6.1 Vizible Emissions

Part 6.4 Control of Particulate Emissions — Process Industries-
General

Chapter 16 Maior Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees

Chapter 18 M:jor Source Operating Permits

Section 18.2.4 P:rmit Conditions

Section 18.2.8 Tasting

40 CFR 60 T=sting Methods

Emission Unit No. 031

Applicable Regulations:

Part 1.3 C-~%initions

Section 1.5.15
Section 2.1.3
Part 6.1
Chapter 16
Chapter 18
Section 18.2.4
Section 18.2.8
40 CFR 60

R ordkeeping and Reporting

P nit Conditions

V' ble Emissions

M or Source Operating Permit Emissions Fees
M ‘or Source Operating Permits

P-:mit Conditions

T ting

T ::ting Methods

16



Recommendations

No notification of the issuance of this major source operating permit is required to be sent
to any affected state bordering Alabama since no affected states are within 50 miles of
ABC Coke. Refer to Section 18.15.2 of the Regulations for this affected state
notification requirement and to Paragraph 18.1.1(c) of the Regulations for the definition
of an affected state.

Recommended Permitting Fees

No permitting fees are required since the source is a Title V facility pursuant to Chapter
18 of the Rules and Regulations.

Public and USEPA Review Procedures

In accordance with Sections 18.15.1 and 18.15.3 of the Regulations and an interagency
agreement, the USEPA is allowed to 45 days after the receipt (or prior to issuance of the
permit) of the proposed major source operating permit (including applications and any
other technical document requested) to review, comment, or object to the issuance of this
operating permit.

The permittee will also be sent a copy of the draft permit to review and submit comments
(Paragraph 18.15.1(a) of the Regulations.)

A 30-day public comment period advertisement will be published in a local newspaper
and posted to Department’s website to allow the public the opportunity to participate in
the Title V permitting process as required by Section 18.15.4 of the Regulations. The
Alabama Department of Environmental Management (ADEM) will be sent copies of this
Department's preliminary operating permit evaluation, public notice, and proposed draft
permit. ADEM has 30 days to review and comment on the permit applications and draft-
operating permit as allowed by Section 18.2.7 of the Regulations.

After the appropriate comment periods (public, permittee, EPA, and ADEM), if no
changes in the draft permit are necessary due to significant comments or objections and it
is determined that the facility is in compliance with al} applicable standards, it is
recommended that ABC Coke (Coke By-Product Manufacturing Plant and Utilities
Manufacturing Plant) be issued a Title V Major Source Operating Permit. The plant will
be expected to comply with all anplicable federal, state, and local regulations. Refer to
the attached draft Major Source Operating Permit for the recommended permit
conditions.

Prepared By:

o o~

Jason Howanitz, PE
Senior Air Pollution Contro!l Encineer
Air & Radiation Protection Pro: -am
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Document ID: ______1_:__;—————————-——‘"‘

Mendez, Gayla NON-EXEMPT 7 PARTIALLY EXEMPT EXEMPT
From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2014 1:15 PM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Ron, Arnold, can we get on the phone with you next Wednesday to talk about the PA and SI? Either morning or
afternoon would be OK, for us anyway ...

244&4 0. Foward, ﬂ! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

g "'&“ Unitea States Envirenmental Protection Agancy
At

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Monday, August 18, 2014 2:49 PM

To: 'Shell, Ronald T'

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Will do, Ron. The meeting/discussion is tomorrow...

From: Shell, Ronald T {mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Thursday, August 14, 2014 11:40 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Ralph, can you include the following topics in your discussions?

e In general, what sampling shouid be included in the Si that is to be completed by the end of FY15? | would
anticipate it being focused on areas with increased human activity (schools, churches, parks, etc.) and a small
number of residences. This would follow the path taken for the areas around Walter Coke.

¢ Do we need to resubmit the FY14-FY15 CERCLA PA/SI grant? | believe we will have to since funding is being
added. We will expedite this, but need to agree primarily on the scope of sampling before we can submit a
revised grant work plan for FY15.

Thanks

Ron

From: Howard, Ralph [mailto:Howard.Ralph@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 9:23 AM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

1



Hey Ron, after discussion with Dawn this morning it appears (at least for now) that we *Will be able to amend the
Work Plan and add funding. Concerning exactly where to assess, agreed. To know what I'm talking about () [ need
to do some discussions here. I'll get back to you in a few days, depending...

Have a great day,

24464 0. Foward, ﬂz | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

s Unitaa States Environmental Protection Ageray
g

From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 2:50 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: pdd @adem.state.al.us; Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Ralph, we can do both the PA and Sl to meet the required suspenses, but we would like to do them in addition to our
currently scheduled grant commitments.

We have already started preliminary work on the FY15 sites, but more importantly we will have to use some personnel
on the PA & Sl in Tarrant that are not scheduled to do Sierra. To simply substitute Tarrant for Sierra would cause a ripple
effect at this point that would affect several programs.

If you are OK with us doing them as additional commitments, we need to discuss the scope of work, especially for the Si,
including the exact area the petitioners want to be assessed.

Look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks.
Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

(334) 271-7771

adem.alabama.gov

ALEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment

From: Howard, Ralph [mailto:Howard.Ralph@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 1:18 PM




To: Shell, Ronald T
Subject: Fwd: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Hey Ron!, hope your afternoon is going well.

Not long after we spoke yesterday, | was called on to help with school registration-setup and missed some time in
the afternoon. But Jennifer sent this below, also not long after we spoke. So it appears we would like for you all to
do both the PA, and the SI, as part of the Year 2 Grant commitments during FY 2015.

This would substitute in for another PA site planned for next year, and for the planned SI at Sierra Chemical. Target
dates would be completing the PA by 7/1 and the SI before the FY ended.

As we were discussing, ADEM has had involvement at the site, though not from CERCLA PASI staff (your staff). And
that ADEM may have specific concerns about the site. But from our perspective it makes to have you all participate.
Substituting in public-complaint or public-petition sites like this has been done many times in the past few years,
including at Lake Martin/Elkahatchee Creck Sediments, Pelham Open Dump/Burning, and Reichold Chemicals, just
to name a few.

Please let me know soon that your group can do this via our PASI Grant, and then let’s talk about what sites to push
aside until '16.
Thanks -

Ralph O. Foward, fh. | P.G.| Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@e:a.gov

B

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 11:12 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Rigger, Don; Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

information Redacted pursuant o
5 US.CL o seation 552 (B)(5). Exempn 7 ‘
Privileged Infer/intra Apency otuine
A ‘,)(JY»;)

St ie PV G e e

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 10:56 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM



Tnformation RedaCled puUTsuaniw
e P PP
517.S.C. Section 552 {13(35), Exemptivtl 2,

ot U Tamdoagd ] n A cerey L ent
Urivileged Inter/intra Apency bocument

‘ Dey

SpacificPriviiega

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2014 9:03 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Subject: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Preparing letter in response to Tarrant petition, and want to cc him.

g

Jennifer L. Wendel
National Priorities List Coordinator
Remedial Project Manager

EPA Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, S.W., 9T-25
Atlanta, GA 30303

wendel.jennifer@epa.gov
(404)-562-8799




Mendez, Gayla

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:21 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

e WuCLLQ pUTsuant to
? N :f«mvt ni

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:18 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Great. Thanks!

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:06 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

(} \5) t)(rkmptmu 3,
Ay Py §INCINTNR nt

tod pursuant to

1_‘) *A“.)\<~_~

2444‘ 0. Foward, ﬂl | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.qgov

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 4:04 PM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)




2«4&4 0. Foward, ﬂ! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmentat Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

From: Shell, Ronald T [maiito:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 2:50 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: pdd@adem.state.al.us; Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Ralph, we can do both the PA and SI to meet the required suspenses, but we would like to do them in addition to our
currently scheduled grant commitments.

We have already started preliminary work on the FY15 sites, but more importantly we will have to use some personnel
on the PA & Sl in Tarrant that are not scheduled to do Sierra. To simply substitute Tarrant for Sierra would cause a ripple
effect at this point that would affect several programs.

If you are OK with us doing them as additional commitments, we need to discuss the scope of work, especially for the SI,
including the exact area the petitioners want to be assessed.

Look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks.
Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

(334) 271-7771

adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment

From: Howard, Ralph [mailto:Howard.Ralph/@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 1:18 PM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Subject: Fwd: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Hey Ron!, hope your afternoon is going well.

Not long after we spoke yesterday, | was called on to help with school registration-setup and missed some time in
the afternoon. But Jennifer sent this below, also not long after we spoke. So it appears we would like for you all to
do both the PA, and the S], as part of the Ycar 2 Grant commitments during FY 2015.

6



This would substitute in for another PA site planned for next year, and for the planned SI at Sierra Chemical. Target
dates would be completing the PA by 7/1 und the SI before the FY ended.

As we were discussing, ADEM has had involvement at the site, though not from CERCLA PASI staff (your staff). And
that ADEM may have specific concerns about the site. But from our perspective it makes to have you all participate.
Substituting in public-complaint or public-petition sites like this has been done many times in the past few years,
including at Lake Martin/Elkahatchee Creck Sediments, Pelham Open Dump/Burning, and Reichold Chemicals, just
to name a few.

Please let me know soon that your group can do this via our PASI Grant, and then let’s talk about what sites to push
aside until "16.
Thanks -

2446‘ 0. Foward, ﬂl | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmentat i’rotection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@e:-1.gov

=

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 05,2014 11:12 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Rigger, Don; Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

information Redacted pursuant to
I Q Cerbion 55 n ; ot
3 U..;:C. seetion 554 (5)(5), Bxemption 3,
Privileged Inter/Intra Apency Nocument
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specificPrivilege: <

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 10:56 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

informatien Redacted pursuant o
5U.8.C. Section 552 (B){5), Exemption 5,
Privileged Intew/intra Agency Document
e 1N o2
Speatfichrivileye: B!
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SueaiticHrivilene:

ADEM Director - Lance R. LeFleur
Am at home, as we discussed...

-R.

From: Wendel, jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2014 9:03 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Subject: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Preparing letter in response to Tarrant petition, and want to cc him.

Jennifer L. Wendel
National Priorities List Coordinator
Remedial Project Manager

EPA Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, S.W., 9T-25
Atlanta, GA 30303

wendel.jennifer@epa.gov
(404)-562-8799



Mendez, Gayla

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2014 10:06 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

i i, 2 ~ PR

cadacted pursuant o

AR -SSR S <

! 3, SNOMPTIGn O
+

LT Lt
et fivheoe, }\); T

245#4 0. Foward, ﬂ! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 4:04 PM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Jen, Dawn,

Redacted pursuant 1w

Hon 352 (D)(5). Exemption 5.
cOinter/Intra Agency Locument

e

Ralpk O. Foward, th. | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 2:50 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: pdd@adem.state.al.us; Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL {near 35th Avenue)

Ralph, we can do both the PA and Sl to meet the required suspenses, but we would like to do them in addition to our
currently scheduled grant commitments.

We have already started preliminary work on the FY15 sites, but more importantly we will have to use some personnel
on the PA & Sl in Tarrant that are not scheduled to do Sierra. To simply substitute Tarrant for Sierra would cause a ripple
effect at this point that would affect severa! programs.



If you are OK with us doing them as additional commitments, we need to discuss the scope of work, especially for the Si,
including the exact area the petitioners want to be assessed.

Look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks.
Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

(334) 271-7771

adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment

From: Howard, Ralph [mailto:Howard.Ralph@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 1:18 PM

To: Shell, Ronald T

Subject: Fwd: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Hey Ron!, hope your afternoon is going well.

Not long after we spoke yesterday, I was called on to help with school registration-setup and missed some time in
the afternoon. But Jennifer sent this below, also not long after we spoke. So it appears we would like for you all to
do both the PA, and the SI, as part of the Year 2 Grant commitments during FY 2015.

This would substitute in for another PA site planned for next year, and for the planned SI at Sierra Chemical. Target
dates would be completing the PA by 7/1 and the SI before the FY ended.

As we were discussing, ADEM has had involvement at the site, though not from CERCLA PASI staff (your staff). And
that ADEM may have specific concerns about the site. But from our perspective it makes to have you all participate.
Substituting in public-complaint or public-petition sites like this has been done many times in the past few years,
including at Lake Martin/Elkahatchee Creck Sediments, Pelham Open Dump/Burning, and Reichold Chemicals, just
to name a few.

Please let me know soon that your group can do this via our PASI Grant, and then let’s talk about what sites to push
aside until '16.
Thanks ~

24464 0. Foward, 9! | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@e; .oV

= |
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From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 11:12 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Rigger, Don; Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Information kecacied pursuant io
SULS.C. Section 552 (LY 5), BExemptiva &,
crivilened inter/intraApun

sney Tioctment

)0y
SpecificPrivilege: e

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 10:56 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Information Redacted pursuant to
SU.S.C. Section 322 (B)(Z), Exemution 5,
Privileged InterIntra Agency Document

IR

SgecificPrivilege:

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2014 9:03 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Subject: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Preparing letter in response to Tarrant petition, and want to cc him.
11



Jennifer L. Wendel
National Priorities List Coordinator
Remedial Project Manager

EPA Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, S.W., 9T-25
Atlanta, GA 30303

wendel.jennifer@epa.gov
(404)-562-8799

12



Mendez, Gayla

From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 4:04 PM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Cc: Taylor, Dawn

Subject: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)
Attachments: removed.txt

Jen, Dawn,

information kedected pursuant o
5901.5.C, Section 532 {0)(5), Exemption 2,
Privileged Inter/intra Apgency Documenl

‘" STEIN)
§peeific Priviisgo! o D\ )

24466 0. Foward, ﬂz | P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.gov

g United States Environmental Protestan Agercy

From: Shell, Ronald T [mailto:RTS@adem.state.al.us]

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 2:50 PM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: pdd@adem.state.al.us; Mayberry, Arnold

Subject: RE: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Ralph, we can do both the PA and SI to meet the required suspenses, but we would like to do them in addition to our
currently scheduled grant commitments.

We have already started preliminary work on the FY15 sites, but more importantly we will have to use some personnel
on the PA & Slin Tarrant that are not scheduled to do Sierra. To simply substitute Tarrant for Sierra would cause a ripple
effect at this point that would affect several programs.

If you are OK with us doing them as additional commitments, we need to discuss the scope of work, especially for the Sl
including the exact area the petitioners want to be assessed.

Look forward to hearing from you.
Thanks.
Ron

Ronald T. Shell

Chief, Environmental Services Branch

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

13



(334) 271-7771
adem.alabama.gov

ADEM

Mission: Assure for all citizens of the state a safe, healthful and productive environment

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 1:18 PM
To: Shell, Ronald T
Subject: Fwd: Re: Petition Site in Tarrant, AL (near 35th Avenue)

Hey Ron!, hope your afternoon is going well.

Not long after we spoke yesterday, | was called on to help with school registration-setup and missed some time in
the afternoon. But Jennifer sent this below, also not long after we spoke. So it appears we would like for you all to
do both the PA, and the S], as part of the Year 2 Grant commitments during FY 2015.

This would substitute in for another PA site planned for next year, and for the planned SI at Sierra Chemical. Target
dates would be completing the PA by 7/1 and the SI before the FY ended.

As we were discussing, ADEM has had involvement at the site, though not from CERCLA PASI staff (your staff). And
that ADEM may have specific concerns about the site. But from our perspective it makes to have you all participate.
Substituting in public-complaint or public-petition sites like this has been done many times in the past few years,
including at Lake Martin/Elkahatchee Creek Sediments, Pelham Open Dump/Burning, and Reichold Chemicals, just
to name a few.

Please let me know soon that your group can do this via our PASI Grant, and then let’s talk about what sites to push
aside until '16.
Thanks -

244&4 0. Foward, ﬂ! [ P.G. | Site Evaluation Coordinator, Remedial Project Manager | Superfund Remedial and Site Evaluation

Branch | Superfund Division | US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 | 61 Forsyth Street, SW | Atlanta Georgia 30303 |
(Voice) 404-562-8829 (Email) Howard.Ralph@epa.qov

B

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 11:12 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Cc: Rigger, Don; Taylor, Dawn

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

14



From: Howard, Ralph

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 10:56 AM

To: Wendel, Jennifer

Subject: RE: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

v -

information Redacied purst

181t o
IS8T (AN e ;
‘ 585, Exemption 3,
riivileood T Jintra Aveney i ’

=endner/imfra Ageney Dlocnument

SpecifiePrivilewe: \) \ 2
e e L SV

From: Wendel, Jennifer

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2014 9:03 AM

To: Howard, Ralph

Subject: who is Randall's Counterpart (State Director) at ADEM

Preparing letter in response to Tarrant petition, and want to cc him.

Jennifer L. Wendel
National Priorities List Coordinator
Remedial Project Manager

EPA Region 4
15



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations.

11.(Sharon Boshell, Presbyterian Manor, 926 Overton Avenue, Apt. 108,
Tarrant, AL 35217). I moved to PfestterianManor in December 2013;
picked up the keys on 12-17 -13,1 believe. By the "evenjng of the 17" I
started to have a tickle and sore throat. By the next day I had severe
bronchitis, which lasted for over tivo months, as I recall. There was
black, fine dust on the floors &countersromthe first day. I have set up

an air filter mmylleﬂ'room k oL R i .

b

:over air pollution and 500t at:Presbyterian Manor the

Department has conduoted an indgor air Assessmient and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received dufing the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the ycohditionséydvutlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more *
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot ’dépqs:i;ts”to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint, EETEE

&

Jetferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH ac-
accomplishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-
duct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting in-
spections unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal,
state, and local regulations.

12.My name is Emory Harris...I am a resident at Presbyterian Manor
Apartments...926 Overton Avenue, Apt. 303—Tarrant, AL 35217. In
regard to ABC Coke Plant I am less than 500 hundred feet from the
plant. Soot comes in vent. 1) Bedroom, bathroom, kitchen, living room,

9



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

windows & window sill. I have to clean often, 2) I cannot walk outside.
The [sic] ground is [sic] covered with soot...bottom of my shoes are [sic]
black, 3) Sleep not good, 4) Appetite poor, 5) Breathing not good. Please
consider new permit. People are suffering from ABC pollution. I have
been living here 5 years and 9 months..

-

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Dep:};xtment has conductedan mdooraxr assessment and will continue to
work with the community to‘analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period: On May 1 6, 2014, the Department cfb?nducted an indoor
air inspcction;f The iéspection dyi&fgdéﬁreﬂéctiiheff:‘onditidﬁ‘ns outlingd in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions’as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments of in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930:1239 to file a
timely complaint. =~ e o L

Jefferson County Department of Health{haé the miSsib;iz'of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH ac-
accomplishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-
duct ambient air monitoﬁn’g (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting in-
spections unannounced day and night to erisure compliance of all federal,
state, and local regulations. e

13.Please consider new permit. People are suffering from ABC pollu-
tion. I have been living here 5 years [sic] & 9 months.

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-

10



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jetferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federa} and state programs to conduct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannoiinced day,and night to ensure compliance 6f‘a\;yl federal, state,

and local regulatjons, -

34926 Overton Avenue, Apt. 216, Tar-
brehthing probléuis. When I go outside I
outside for fresh air but; [sic] because of the

Sy S

ke

seds
R YN

3 N = 2

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyteriain Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments réceived during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. “The inspection did riot reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Depaitment noted very clean conditlons as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or iii the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department:will inspect again if more
complaints are received. | ThewDépartment; would ask that if You observe ex-

Coss cmissions, unpleasant odors or oot deposits to call 9301239 to file a
timely complaint,

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to conduct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regiilations,

15.(Gayle Cobb, 926 Overton Avenue, Apt. 215, Tarrant, Alabama 35217).
Ilive across the street from ABC Coke owned by Drummond Company.
I'look outside my window every day and see black clouds they could be

Il



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

white. Because of the pollution they are black. I was raised in Birming-
ham, Alabama. The community I grew up in an [sic] area that did not
have a plant. Good clean air. 1970s I moved to Collegeville with my
birth mother and pollution was bad. Jim Walters Coke was making me
sick. My daughter was born 1982, My daughter has [sic] breathing
problems she goes the doctor at least three to four. time a year. My skin
was burning and my eyes were hurting, itching and red [sic]. Ileft Col-
legewﬂeand moved [su:] back with my grandmother’s [sic] house. I

raise my daughter in in Ralsmg ;West Princeton. I live at Presbyterian

RO

)

Manor Apartment. J”am on: a ﬁ ed[snc] income My health [su:] is not
good Sometlme'flé,vrxll go all daygmthout eatmg, nausea. Sometime I
know I am toa [su:] old to have :iiiether chlld. I should ‘not have a prob-
lem wnth my stomach -My eye surgeon, Dr. J ohn Long, was concerned
[sic] about my left eye, Dr. Long did a surglcal procedure on my left eye
in 2000.> He wanted to know why my eye was in the [lllegxble] Maybe it
was years ago. Thie first operatxon was [illegible]. X left Collegevxlle Dr.
Long told me my eye lid was not supposed to drop again. I need the sur-
gical procedure again. Itold Dr. Long I live across the street from ABC
Coke. Surgical procedure (Ectnopxon"?) Ectnoplon, the turning out of
an eye lid so that it does not lie clnsed [sic] on the surface of the eyeball,
Due to the concems over air p.ollutlon_ and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze-the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint,

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of i improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations.

16.My name is Barbara J ohnson. I been around these plants all my life
have. I have shortness [sic] of breath from fumes from the plant. It’s
coming [slc] from the plant. It's coming [sic] through the vents in my
apartment. It makes me sicl\e t-night and day, coming through my vents
and on the outsxde When It gq 'outsxdé ){\I have a,:})ad cough in my throat
from this, e

ey

i
B

Due to the concei‘n _,er air pol}tl on and sOot at Presbyienan Manor the
Department has ¢ co‘ dueted an mdpor air assessment and will coritinue to
work W1th the cOmmumty to analyze thc comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May'16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air mspect:on The inspection did not reﬂect the condmons outlined in the
complaints. ‘The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposmon mSIde the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on thie roof) The Department wﬂl mspect again if more
complaints are received.. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors pr soot depos;t’s to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint. LR A

Jefferson County Depattment of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to conduct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations.

16.(Betty Hobson??, Presbyterian Manor), I live at Presbytenan Manor
on the fourth floor. My living room and bed room windows overlook the
roof that's over the office and entrance. It is covered in thick soot that



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

never washes off. I can’t ever open my windows because it blows inside
my apartment.

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community t6 analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. Th¢ Departmgnt poted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
denee of soot deposmon mside‘tl}g ﬁpartments or in the air handling systems
for“the building (on'the. rooi‘) IhéDeparhnent will inspect again if more
complamts (a»r;tecc;yed The Department would ask that if you observe ex-

cess emissions, Tm Ieasant odors “'rsoot depos1ts to call: ~930—1239 tofilea
tlmery complam 3 Y S

chferson County Departmqnt of Health has the mission of i unprovmg air

quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes thls goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and mght to ensure comphance of all federal, state,
and local regulatlons. T ;

RN

17.1 have a breathing problem that lS gettmg worse I now have a heart
condition that is caused partly by pollutlon. Cutting back on emissions
would help all of us here. PIease consxder us by giving us fresher air to
breathe. :

Due to the concems over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-

14



'QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations; - -~ - - ..

18.My%‘lname mCh;rl;ne Todd, Pmsbyterxan}\’fanor, 92§§:Overtoanvenue,
Tarrant, AL 3521 " This is in regards o ABC Coke Air Pollution. Black

soot from the’plag} mes in my ap‘artm(ent, géts on nﬁ' clothes, get on
window sills. I have breathiing broblerns and o appélite [sicl. I'm con-
cerned [sic] because I have cancer [sic] and COPE. Iam on oxygen 24

3

hours per. day/ 7 days per week [sic] now. .. .

Due to the concerns over air pollution and sooét at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor. air assessment and-will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May: 16, 2014, the Departmiént conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the,conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to conduct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations.

I5



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

19.1 am Curtis Null?? I have been [sic] on Doctor White’s medicine for
sugar and heart medicine. Since I have been [sic] living at Presbyterian
Manor and other illnesses [sic] for years, I believe [sic] I have developed
a bad cough from ABC Coke because I have black particles in the water
I drink and through the vents in my apartment (#206) and in the window
black dust and vents and outside on the grounds. It’s gettmg bad.

Due to the concerns over zurpoﬂutton and soot at Presbytenan Maunor the
Department has conducted an mdoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the cognmumty to anati’fze the comm?nts recewed during the pub-
lic comment perio ‘{On May 16 2014 the Depg.rtment conducted ‘an indoor
air mspectwn The. i& ction dic otreﬂec(: thc conchtlons outliried in the
complaints. Thé Dep&rtmqqt noted'vcry cléan cqndttxons as well as no evi-
dence of soot depos itlon mslde the apartments or in the air handhng systems
for the bulldmg (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complamts are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleaszmt odors or soot dep031ts to call 930-1239 to file a

tumelycomplamt S T

Jefferson County Department of Healtb has tht; mlsswn of improving air
quality to protect public health gcross Jefferson County The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by i) workmg with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and mght to ensure ccompliance of all federal, state,
and local regulations. :

20.Gracie Bogan. I have been living here 9 years and the pollution has got-
ten worse [sic]. Iam a diabetic with health problems and the ABC Coke
plant makes my condition terrible. Over the past year I was told I have
to take treatments from a breathing machine. Going outside is no longer
pleasurable because of coughing and inhaling the fumes from across the
street. There is a lot of black dust in my house all the time. I am right
off of (Highway) 79.

6
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Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air imspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department nofed very clean conditions as well as no evi-
dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in'the air handling systems
for the building (on the rqof).. The Department will inspect again if more
complains are received:: ¢ Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, linpléasantodors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complainty = w i

[ o
ek o3
TR o 5

v <3 4

o R A
epartment of Health has the mission of improving air

J'efféfson County 26l Das e IS .
ublic health;acfi;dfs:sf Jefferson g(gounty.iThe J CD_H accom-

quality to protect:pub] 1 a¢1oss Jefferson ( ]

plishes this goal by F working: with federal and state programs to conduct
ambient air mopitoring (Tatrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions uniannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and [Qca]';ggu]gﬁo@; - ‘ e _»

21.Mildred Marbury??, 926 Overton Aventie, Apt: 408; B'ham, AL 35217.
My health concetn is allergies and high b}oodpressure When I lived
here I had allergy attacks of sneezing, coughing; headaches, wheezing
and shortness of breath [sic]. I continue to have breathing difficulties
and shortness of breath and give out easily. I lived here for five years.
However, I continued [sic] to work heré for the past year. When I lived
here there was a continuous amotint of black dust in my apartment. It
was on the window sills, blinds, furniture, and floors. I was on the side
of the Coke Plant and could actually see the pollution in the air. It
would seem like it was thick in the air at times. We need help. We sen-
iors need just a little help from someone to care about us! |

Due to the concems over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the
Department has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to
work with the community to analyze the comments received during the pub-
lic comment period. On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor
air inspection. The inspection did not reflect the conditions outlined in the
complaints. The Department noted very clean conditions as well as no evi-
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dence of soot deposition inside the apartments or in the air handling systems
for the building (on the roof). The Department will inspect again if more
complaints are received. The Department would ask that if you observe ex-
cess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 to file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air
quality to protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accom-
plishes this goal by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct
ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspec-
tions unannounced day and night to ensure compliance of all federal, state,
and local regulationg;- =~ Uy 0 5 O i

\\\\\
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Additional questions and/or comments are included in

the Appendix.. They are included in the Appendix be-

cause they are too long, yoluminous, aiid/or lengthy to
be included in the above séction.

o e
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Appendix
1. See Appendix — Attachment A-1

In response to request to mo‘difyéomﬁients siibmitte& the Department does not al-
low the modification of comments previously submitted in the mod:ﬁcanons are
submitted out51de of thc comment penod. -

This Depanment apprecxate? GASP.s coucgm and mterest in/ for the com.mumty

Regarding-health‘ |

~

§

While ABC Coke doeéﬁenut air toxlcs (some of which are carcmogens mcludmg
benzene, dibenzofurans; ethyl benzenc naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA toreduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect pubhc health, . These standatds are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAFPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). Inaddition, the Department
assures that the air in J efferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is desngnated as attaining all such, stqndards For more information

on these standards visit http [www. ega gov/ttn]atw/mactfnlalgh html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessmcnt of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant Cnty,,wthh the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concegt‘r”atigns' of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
* zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below lévels of concem, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzeuae, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
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this area. This information can be found at

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.

The Department currently uses the acceptable risk range of 1x10-4 to 1x10-6 guid-
ance provided by EPA for individual and cumulative concentrations; however, it is
the Department’s goal to continue to improve all air toxics levels to the lower end

of the risk range. The Department achieves this goal by tonducting air toxics stud-
ies in conjunction with EPA and through NESHAP and MACT standards enforce-
ment, T >

e are hound to be:some;emissions of gdors and particulate matter

from the facility, the faeility is currently:in-complidnce; based on the latest inspec-
artment has ¢ofsistently encouraged the

community residents inithié event of observing excess emissions, soot, or odors

idaries/linies to promiptly-notify the Depaitment by calling

930-1239 to file a ttmelyc : R :

Again, WI{iIc there archo‘uud be

IR

tion completed at the facxflty The Departm
crossing prdperty bouridar] s

omplaint; -
Comments regarding draft permxt cbii;di't‘ibns{, ;peciﬁgally Permit Cpﬁditions 14
and 45 are have been approved by the state environmental agency; ADEM and are
deemed to be appropriate, as written, and federally-cnforceablc; » However, the De-
partment has modified Permit Condition:No. 14 to address your concerns by add-
ing specific measures to control fugitive emissions, . - L

e T

A

2. See Appendix-AttachmentA-2'

Response to Comment 1

With respect to the discrepancy in CO emissions, the actual emissions used in the
permit renewal are available upon request in the permit application. The 15723.74
tons of CO referenced was a calculation estimate that was based on old factors and
was not corrected in the database. The actual number of 763.004 tons per year as
referenced in the public noticed engineering evaluation is correct and is based on
EPA published AP-42 emission factors. There is not an actual difference as the
permit was based on the correct emissions as determined by the Department.
Please note that the 2013 emissions will load up with updated factors after they are
submitted to EPA in December 2014. Finally, the engineering evaluation’s refer-
ence to “see the attached” is in referring to the application materials which are
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submitted to EPA and ADEM. A redacted copy of this document is available for
viewing.

Response to Comment 2

All emission units listed are in accordance with their respective requirements for
controls and monitoring. o

Response tq/Cdihment_:;&; R

The Department usesEPAxpp’foVedfactprs and methods along, with pro(jiuction
data, the most recent stick test data; obseryations, and:yarious reports to calculate

the facility’s current ernissions. A e
E B Lot AR . ,: . ’:}»‘ s : ‘I

ey

¥

i ‘ot

Opacity is an indicator of proper.or improper operation'of conttol equipment and is
used in part to estimate’emissions which include Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
This is done using the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAPs) for,Coke Ovens: Pushing, Quenching, and Battery Stack-Background
Information for Proposed Standards (EPA-453/R-01-006), This procedure assigns
a hood capture efficiency based on maximum opacity observed during an individu-
al push. The Department reads pushes monthly and uses this information to assign
and average capture efficiencies of eath battery. The averagé is used in conjunc-
tion with AP-42 Chapte?’,lz factors to estimate emissions (both HAPs and criteria
air pollutants). Further, it is used to evaluate the efficiency of the emergency
bleeder tlares which help determine the amount of HAPs emitted.

The Continuous Opacity Monitors (COMS)‘:a:é’dwesigned to measure the opacity
from the underfire stacks as required by 40 CFR 63 Subpart CCCCC.

Response to Comment 4

The Jefferson County Depmmeht of Health thanks you for youiJ comments and
will take the commenter’s suggestions on continuing to make permits more reada-
ble. : ,

It is the Department’s goal to make Title V Permits as readable as possible; how-
ever, consideration must be given to the fact that permits are mainly written to con-
tain technical language that are meant to enforce the regulations that are applicable
to the facility and show the complexity of the facility’s processes.
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The pollutant emission limitations are typically located on the first page of each
emission unit with the regulatory requirement listed to provide a quick overview
for the public.

The Department also provided fact sheets along with a presentation at the public
information session located at Tarrant Eléinéntary-School on March 19,2014 to
explain issues specnﬁc to the ABC Coke Title V Renewal. -

The Department also conducted a ‘Proof is in the Permit” trammg that can be ac-
cessed on the Jefferson County Departmept of Health that shows the reqmrements
of the Title V Pemqthng Process in'everyday. Ianguagea This program was devel-

oped in collaboration fiih%the EPA and,l’ ased on: thguEPA vérs:on of the “Proof

If any tesxdents have any dlfﬁculty understandmg any aspect of a speclﬁc permit,
the Department wx.ll pl‘OVldB assxstance 48 needed g

Response to Comment 6

When a condition and regulatlon are mcluded and acccpted by the source it is con-
sidered as part of the Ijermxt and thereby pracucally enforceable. However, in or-
der to address your conceris the Dcpartment has modlf' ed condition 14 to include
the specific measures that ABC Coke must use to ensure the enforceability of the
condition. The Department thanks you for your comment

';J'

Response to Conclusions

(1)  The commenter’s interpretation of the Jefferson County Board of Health Air
Pollution Control Rules and Regulations (the “Regulations”) is incorrect. The
Health Department enforces and applies all applicable federal; state, and local reg-
ulations, including, as to ABC Coke, the EPA’s National Emissions Standards for
'Hazardous Air Pollutants (“NESHAPs") and the Maximum Achievable Control
Technology regulations (“MACT”). ABC Coke’s compliance with these regula-
tions, and the Health Department's regulatory efforts to maintain ABC Coke’s
compliance, best ensure that ABC Coke does not emit prohibited air pollution.

(2) See respouse to item (1) above.

(3) See response to item (1) above.
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{4)  See response to item (1) above.

(5)  The Health Department has not been provided evidence that would show
that the renewal of ABC Coke’s permit would unlawfully impact or violate the civ-
il rights of minorities. As detailed throughout this document, the Health Depart-
ment’s efforts to infornr and involve the public throughout the permit renewal pro-
cess have exceeded the requirements of applicable law. For example, the Health
Department chose to allow signifi cantly more time for the public to submit com-
ments than was requlred. The Health l;)epartment chose to hold a public infor-
mation meeting in Tarrant on MarchSI 2014, ‘during which time the Health De-
partment received questh.ns from the’ pubhc and shortly thereafter provxded written
responses. In addition; the, ‘Health Depm:tmen; held public heanng (for.over three
hours) on Apnl 14, 2014( ancl allowed gvel »mdmdual,who wnshed to 3peak to do
sO. T R :

(6) The provlslons of the Health Depamnent s Regulations goverpmg fugitive
dust have not been declared unconstitutional. Furthermore, ABC Coke has not ob-
jected to the enforceability of these provisions or to the inclusion of such require-
ments in its permit: Irrespective, the Department has deczded to ‘modify the permit.
See Response to Comment No 6 above , _

(7)  The draft permlt does not lmnt the Health Ofﬁcer ] power to abate unlawful
odors under the Regulations. The draft permit specifically quotes and includes §
6.2.3 of the Regulations, which govemns unlawful odors. Draft Permit General
Condition 45 provides an additional control of odors that supplements the require-
ments of § 6.2.3 of the Regulations. - . o

(8)  The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL)
would be based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in
addition to actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This
would be in supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that dre written and
assessed by EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitor-
ing. The availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to
estimate emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentra-
tions. DIAL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it
must be shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the
United Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and
others are used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this re-
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quest is not a local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA poli-
cy issue and should be addressed by EPA.

3. See Appendix —Attachment A-3

The Department issues all Title V perrmts in accoraance with the requirements 40
CFR 70. e ,

“
T

Regarding health: |

While ABC Coke does emjt air toxics; me of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurarss, &thyl benzene naphthaleéne;' PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). J CDEFhfses federal standards deyeloped by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics dnd protectpublic health. These stahdards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). Inaddition, the Department
assures that the‘air in Jefferson County meets federaj clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as aftaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph htmi.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conduéted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrint City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, };i"el;dgdizonéexitj:i\tions ﬁfb‘cnwi‘,ér’ie, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be bé‘]thJevels' of cpﬁéém, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observe’ii.»‘,gév‘?éxllé oflead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdd‘c‘ir)?;giir{ are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concemn emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

hitp://www.epa. gov/schoolair/schools.html.
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The Department conducts ambient air quality monitoring at Tarrant Elementary
School. This monitor is part of a large monitoring network throughout Jefferson
County to determine compliance with federal healthy air standards. The county is
currently designated as in attaining all federal standards for healthy air.

As EPA funding allows and EPA mandates:”

The Dcpartmeng’coriéucts air toxics monitoring studies in conjunction with EPA.
Based on monitored concentrations, the EPA then typically conducts a risk as-
sessment to determine if emissions peed to be reduced. The risk assessment is then

used to determine if heglth;q:iatedsfudxe&'arewarranted by the Agency for Toxic
Substance and Disease'Registry (ATSD
ments using the mor 'tQ;ed*COncentratio

R) which condycts pubjic health assess-

g
d

The JCDH relies on the;EPA and the ATSDR to éondact health/pollution related
correlation studies. These type studies require resources that are not readily availa-

ble at a local level. To the view the process for a risk assessment please visit:
http://epa.gov/fiskassgssmenﬂbasichlformation.htm#a;islg“ L

Visit http://www.atsdr.cdc. ov/training/public-hea
for a definition of public health assessments or = .
http://wwwsdr.cdc.govlﬁAC/PHA/HCPHA‘.aso?StatezA‘Lf for public health as-
sessments and consultations conducted in thé State of Alabama.

Ith-assessment-overview/html/

Response to Note

The Department offers the web version of the permit as a public service to the resi-
dents of Jefferson County for easy access. A hard copy of the permit can be viewed
anytirne during the permitting cycle at the Jefferson County Department of Health
office located at 1400 Sixth Avenue South Birmingham, AL 35233 or can be
emailed upon request if a technical difficulty occurs on the website. This permit
was made available from February 9, 2014- April 17, 2014 on the website. The
Department apologizes for a computer glitch on April 18, 2014 that took the permit
down from 12 am until 2 pm due to the changes made during extensions of the
comment period. The Department personnel worked diligently to get the permit
back up as soon as they were madc aware of this problem and are currently taking
steps to make sure this error does not occur in any future permitting cycles.

4. See Appendix - Attachment A-4
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This Department appreciates your concern for the community.

The Department conducts ambient air monitoring in and around the facility includ-
ing a monitoring site located at Tarrant Elementary School to monitor criteria (pol-
lutants).

Regafding heajth:) . ”,&,;r, :

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics tsbmq of which are carcinogens, including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzent naphthalene, PAHS, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH hsesfeJeraIstandatdsdevclo ped by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toXicg'and protect public health, These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Alr Polltarits (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). I addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets-féderal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is dcsgﬁatcdasattammgallsuch standards. For more information

on these standards visit http://www.¢épa.gov ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.htm],

In addition, a relaﬁvcl}{ tecent assessxhent of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-

ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-

+ i

rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene; arsenic, lead, and ben-

zo(a)pyrene that were foundto befbelow leveléi‘oﬁfconcerri;(glévels at which adverse
health effects have been Ghserved. Levels of lead, a polltitant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of publi'i":‘i‘:l’l_qma(ltﬁ;}l.évcl's of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsepie, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to rmonitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in

this area. This information can be found at

htm://www.ega.ggv/schoolair/schgols.hth.

Regarding the acceptable risk range for air toxics:

The Department currently uses the acceptable risk range of 1x10-4 to 1x10-6 guid-
ance provided by EPA for individual and cumulative concentrations; however, it is
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the Department’s goal to continue to improve all air toxics levels to the lower end
of the risk range. The Department achieves this goal by conducting air toxics stud-
ies in conjunction with EPA and through NESHAP and MACT standards enforce-

ment,

The Department conducts air toxics monitoring studies in conjunction with EPA.
Based on monitored concentrations, the EPA then typically conducts a risk as-
sessment to determine if emissions need to be reduced. The risk assessment is then
used to determine if health related studies are warranted by the Agency for Toxic
Substance and Disease Registry (ATSDR) which conducts public health assess-

ments using the monitored copcentrations: - i

o i5E

The JCDH relies on the EPA and the ATSDR 'to conduct health/pollution related

correlation ‘studies: Thesa@pe studies require resouirces that afe not readily availa-
: RS St v o v

ble at a local level. To the view the process fora risk assessmerit please visit:

http://epa.gov/riskassessment/basicinformation. htm#arisk.

Visit hitp://www ;atSdr;cdc.gov/trainin'g/public-,hedlthi-assessnjeﬁt—g\}ewiew/htlrLI/
for a definition of public health assessments or . ST
http://www.atsdt.ddc;gov/I{AC/PHA/HCPHA.asp?State;-jAL for public health as-
sessments and consultations conducted in the State of Alabama

§

The JCDH has not currently receivéd any federal requests:to conduct and/or assist
in any additional health/pollution studies in the Tarrant.Area. The Department is
only mandated to conduct monitoring for criteria air-pollutants. Tn addition, the
Department does not have the capacity to conduct specialized, comprehensive
health assessments. The Department works closely with organizations such as
ATSDR to complete these types of assessments.

The Department encourages you to contact us as soon as possible at 930-1239 to
file a timely complaint when you do see excess emissions or observe unpleasant
odors. : :

The Department promptly responds to all complaints received and provides follow-
up to the complainant at their request. Due to the time sensitive and nature of air
complaints, the Department would request any residents to file a complaint with
the Department immediately upon seeing any visible emissions, orders, or other air
pollution violations. ,
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The Department has strived to obtain meaningful input during the public notifica-
tion of the draft Title V renewal permit for ABC Coke. The Environmental Protec-
tion Agency currently requires the Department to:

“Publish a notice to inform public of (1) the public comment period (usually 30
days) for the draft permit, and (2) establish&deadlinp for requesting a public hear-
ing on the draft permit. .The notice can be published in a newspaper of general cir-
culation in the area-where the source is located or in a State publication, like a
State register. The permitting authotity must mail notices of draft permits to per-
sons who }mv“e requested fo be on 4 mailing list.”

(see:http://www.epa.gav/regiond/dir/ ermit/titiey-py

CR i :
¢ m requirements of.inyolving the public
& the renewal permit for ABC Coke to disure that any po-
ye'had an oppoitdnity t6 comiment. The Department
quests by the public in order to be responsive

The Dcparttﬁent‘ has e

i

H
‘
t

The following demonstrafes how the Department has met environmental justice
guidance concerning permitting. P S
The Department took the following steps to ensure greater public involvement:
1) Published draft permit and public notice.on February 9, 2014 both in the
Birmingham News and the JCDH website; <.
2) Granted and publishéd public-hearing notice on March 9, 2014 in the Bir-
mingham News allowing the public 36 days (instead of the minimum of 30
days) before the date of the pub‘lié»'_anﬁ’ng on April 14, 2014;
3) Held training for North Birmingham Community Leaders March 19,2014
on coke plant operations;
4) Held public information meeting on March 31, 2014 at Tarrant Intermedi-
ate School in order to give the public/affected residents a chance for mean-
ingful involvement;. |

Regarding notification of the public information meeting, required advance notice
of public was given in the Birmingham News, on the Department’s website, on
signage in front of Tarrant Elementary for eleven days.

The meeting was covered by various news agency including ABC 33/40, CBS 42,

Fox 6, AL.com, and a few other news agency throughout Birmingham. The JCDH
conducted interviews with all these agencies and informed the public of their op-
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portunity to get involved in the process. (Not required) JCDH also passed out per-
rait fact sheets, timelines for Walter Coke and ABC permitting important dates,
and slideshows to the public.

The Department received comments on written cards at this public information
meeting which were all answered by JCDH ori April 9, 2014 so questions and an-
swers could be received and analyzed before the public hearing. The comments
were mailed out during the final week of April 2014. This document is included in
the permitting record. . S "

5) Granted and held‘a public hearing regarding the Title V. Permit for ABC
Cake on April'14, 2014 from 1:00-4:00 at JCDH’s Conference Room A.

6) Held additional permitting process and coké plant training on April 12,

2014 and April:15, 2014 at the North Birminghiam Library and the Harri-

man.Park Recréation Facility: - .+ - ‘
7) Extended the public' comment period closed on April 18, 2014 giving an
effective comment period of 68 days (as opposed to the regulatory mini-

mum of 30 days). ,'

§

5. See Appendix - Attaéhment’A-S : |
The Department woufdr.l)ikc to thank ‘ybﬁfor yo’in',r comment;: |
The county is currently in dEéjgnEitét‘lrgs‘attaiﬂing all federal healthy air standards,

To continue to improve air quality and ‘tb,,protgm public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced daytime and evening inspections in addition to field observations that
are designed to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Hehlth:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
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ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit httg:/[www.ega.gov/tm/atw/mactfnlalgh.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yigld,)edconcentrationSfof:beq;gne, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that wcgc;,,fqﬁi‘id to be below levels of concétﬁ",»‘lexcls at which adverse
health effects have I;een, observed. Leyels of lead, a pollutant ot which there are
national standards for anbient (outdoor) air, are below the level of tfie national
standard for protectxo%‘)fg blic: ;1th%L¢vels§of pollutants associated Sith coke
plant emissions, mc‘ludrgigbenzene, mw’ and’b cnzd(a)pyrene and asspciated
longer-term concentrati n.estimates Wf:rgnot a3 high 45 suggested by the infor-
mation available pnor”témogtonngAltho 1gh they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern thathé?lﬂé‘éhsuggested%ytherﬁodehng information, these results
indicate the influence eb.f, thesepollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air ;oxg_gs: mpni}tyoring s’tu‘dy;was not g:x;@ndeq' at tfus school or in
this area. This information can be found at S
http://www.epa.govischoolair/schools html.

Regarding DIAL: ', "'~ * = et

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detectior: and Rénging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to J| CDH from EPA: to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the: Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations, DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the.National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its'availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a

local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA. '

6. See Appendix - Attachment A-6
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The Department understands your concerns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, observe soot or unpleasant odors.

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson

County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to

conduct ambient air monitoring (Tartant Elementary School) and 2) conducting

unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-

sure compliance of all federal; state; : d9106a1‘;cg}1@latigns.
: B i I S t“:”}

L M

Regarding%Health:{_;f?

e

sl
While ABC Coke does emit aif toxics (some of which ire carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans; ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHS, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean ait standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards, For more information
on these standards visit hitip://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfilalph. html.

S

In addition, a relatively recent gsseSsméntv ‘of air toXiQS"éonducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarraq; Clty, with the'monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded coﬁ"centratioﬁéfof benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
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this area. This information can be found at

hitp://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.

Regarding DIAL:
The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection\.agﬂd Ranging (DIAL) would be

based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area: This would be in
supplement to,thie MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technologyis very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the faciljty ra er thanmeqsynngac tal ambient ¢oncentrations. DI-
AL is, accotdingly;zimf‘ sible as a long-term moni

; aL:feasil 1g-tern ,ﬂtofing)meqﬁkod as it !i]ust be
shipped (large truck) from the Natiorial Physics Laboritory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availabilityis wiknoWn;: Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issué of/by the Departiment but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA, . ., .

7. See Appen&ix -AttachmentA-7 -
The Department undersfinds you:concems and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 1o file ¢ timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions or observe unpleasaug,qdors";,;k_ R

. A
-

The county is currently in designated as attaming all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Régarding Health: ©
While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-

ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
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National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/itn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.

S

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring’ site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yxelded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to-be. below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been obsel:ved Levels of lead,a poilutant for which there are
national standards for am{;'uent (outdoor)‘mr, are below the level of the natxonal
standard fo: protection of pubhc health.’ Leyels of pollutzmts asSocnated thh coke
plant emissions, mcludihg bengene arsenic, and. benzola)pyrerie and associated
longer-term concentration estlmateé were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation avanlable prior to momtormg- Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modehng information, these results
indicate the mﬂuence of these poliutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at o

http://www.epa. gov/schoolaxr/schools html - o
Regarding DIAL: [N T S

o

The use of Differential Absorpuon Lxght Detectlon and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring. method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA.

34



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

8. See Appendix ~Attachment A-8

The Department understands your concerns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors.

The county is currently in désignated as attaining Eﬂtféderql‘_healﬂly air standards.

To continue to. irﬁﬁfpvc.a;i;i«qulj;yi and to Q?otect public health 5;ros§ Jefferson

County, the, JCDH coptinues. to: 1) v orking with federal and state programs to

conduct ambient air mgmtomg(Tmﬁﬁlemiﬂmw School) and 2) conducting
; R Id observauoﬁs that are designed to en-

L, state, and;focal regulhtions, .-

unannounced evening inispections ‘and.f
sure compliance of all fedér:

e

il f*{y : S

o4 R kA1

. W ;}u; e
e ) ix
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Regarding Health:' P
While ABC Coke does emit air toxics. (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, pheno]; styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed.by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air, toxics and pfo_téct public health. ‘These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for. Hazardous Air'Polhitants HAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clead air standacds, Current.
ly, the county is designated'és?aﬁai;:;igg‘,a'llj such standards. For more information

on these standards visit htt://www.epa.zov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of sir toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects,;haive been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concem that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results

indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
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As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.
Regarding DIAL:

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has. f10 basis or ability ta require such monitoring.: The
availability of this techgology is very limited dnd still ises methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and

should be addressed by EPA. -

9. See Appendix — Attachment A9

The Department understands };dur cogcerns and encourzigéé you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a'timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors. =~ -

The county is currently in designated as ,attaihihg all federal healthy air standards.

To coatinue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
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National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.ena.eov/ttn/atw/nmctfnlalgh.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic; lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects havebeenobsewedLengsoflcad,a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, arebelgvé(fhe level of the national
standard for protection:of public health. Levels of pollitants associated with coke
plant emissions, mcludIng‘Bépzene, arsenic, and benzg{a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration éél':tuxixtzit.éfs‘fvciere,nbtias high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concerﬁ,;,that'had been suggested by the modéling information, these results
indicate the influence of t;aése pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.

- As aresult, the airﬁf‘Qxics ‘monitOring'.st‘undy was not ég(tended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at R

httg://www.ega.gov/scﬁbgr Iair/scllgdls.htrnl. .

L
et
s
L

Regarding DIAL:

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring, The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than meas uring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective, As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA. '
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10. See Appendix ~ Attachment A-10

The Department understands your concerns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors.

-

The county is cun'ently in deSIgnated as attammg all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to unprove air quahty and to protect public health across J efferson
County, the JCDH continues: ;9 1 WOrk.tng 'with. federal and state prografns to
conduct ambient air momformg (Tan‘anf Elementa.rx School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field. observanons'that are desi gned to en-
sure complxance of all f d"‘r;al state, m@}ocal regulanons

e e

,z,“ov

Regarding Health EEtw :

While ABC Coke does ermt air toxics (some of which are carcino gens including
benzene, dxbenzofurans ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). TIn, addltlon., the Department
assures that the airinJ efferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit hitp://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. VAlthough they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
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indicate the influence of these pollutants of concem emitted from nearby soutrces.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.
Regarding DIAL: e e

The use of Diffefential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that hasalre:1d§occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT: and NESHA] > stanidards thatare wri ten and assessed by
EPA. The Departmenthagno basis or abiljty to requiré such monitoring: The
availability of this techfiology is very limited and still ises methods to estimate
emissions at the facilityrathet than measuring actual aibient ¢oncentrations, DI-
AL is, accordingly, notfeasible-as a long-term monitofing method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located iri the United
Kingdom and'ijts availability is unknown, Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective; As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addresséd by EPA. = e

]

R

11. See Appendix iAtiaéhm’Ent. A1l T W
The Department understandE*Ygur'COncéms éndzex:i“c‘ciiiiivjages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors..

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations,
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Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHSs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated\a'sﬁlat}:z;;‘ifnin_gall{such.standards. For more information

on these standards V'isfitgh //ww\e a ) cv[ttrz/any/chtfnlal h.html.

In addition;, a relativéligfeééﬁt assessment of air to:ﬁicgig:onduc@d (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School; Slfél&gdAc,ongeixit’fati’ons‘wdf benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concem, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standnrdg for ambient (6utdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at”

httg://www.ega.gov/schoo!air/schools.html.

Regarding DIAL:

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring, The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
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shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA.

12, See Appeqdix"i&ttachmgnt A-12

The Departg)enf undt;r’s;andfs'l yoLu: conccms and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 tg file a tin;gly,c,omplaint“when you do seé excess

emissions, soot, or obs"”eunpleﬁanbeq‘ors”’% 3 &

e b k]
R ] Hig
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The county, is curr¢nti awning all féderal hiealthy air standards.

To continue to improveiair qua ity-and to- protect public health’across Fefferson
County, the JICDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambiént air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conduct unan-
nounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to ensure
compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations. TS

{t,( , . ‘ v . ’-‘/A :*, A; o . ) " D
Regarding Health: ~ . .- ..o

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naplithalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.eva.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.htm].

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring. site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
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plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring, Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics ’moﬁitoring study was not exténded at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

http://www.epa.s ov/schoolair/schools html.

1Y . Cra B 3
ki, % e i
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The use oP’yDifferent’idfé;\fé;prtion Lig] Detecnonan&Ranguig (DIAL)*would be
based on a need provided-to JCDH frOmPPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has alréady occutred in the Tarrant area..This would be in

Regardingﬁ DIAL: ..

supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Départment has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses. methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such'as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is oot a
local permitting issue of/by;theD'«:part[lnent but more of an EPA policy issue and

€

should be addressed by EPA.- Lo

13. See Appendix ~Attachment Ail3_,f o o

The Department understands your concerns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors.

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.
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Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the’air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is desxgnated;isattammgall such standards. For more information
on these standards visit hitp//Wwiv.eps gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.

In addition, a relatively;recent assessmer of air tofgcﬁéonduc,éd (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA i Tarrant City, with the fonitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary Schoal; yielded.concentrations of benzene, arsénic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were, found to be.below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including be’njz’éqe’,"q’rse‘qjc, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior t6 monitoring, Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the 'modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concetn+emitted from nearby sources.
As aresult, the air toxics monitori'ng,p‘tudy was'not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at~"

hitp://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.

Regarding DIAL:

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ran ging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
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shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA.

14. See Appendix - Attachment A-14

The Department understands your concerns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to:file a timely complaint when ypu do see excess
ve unpleasant odors, © v, i 5
x“ 3 . ;;.;H’ I a 2‘:; Lj“(,.,., e N

* - i coa | .
emissions, soot, or obs

The county'is currently in fd‘,?;}i/gnated;",_  attaininig ail federal healthy air standards.
To continue to improye air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of whjchhfe carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene; PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit hitp://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfolalph.htrml.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
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standard for protection of public health, Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information canbe found at ' -
hitp:/www.epa.goy, s¢hdélfairfé§ljwofo shtml.

S

TE

Regarding DIAL:

5%
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e
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The use of Differential AbSorption Light Detection 'and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from:EPA. to-monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has alteady acturred in the Tarrant area, This would be in
supplement to the MACT dnd NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technology is very limited and stiil uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient conhcentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics 'Labotzitory,flécated in the United
Kingdom and its availability js unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective.- As'such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA. .- - - EER

o

15. See Appendix - Attachment A-15

The Department understands your concerns and éncourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors.

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.
To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson

County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
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unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans; ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHS; phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). . JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protecf public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standaids for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Cbnt}ble"l'echnolo (MAC,T) In, addltu;)n the Department
assures that the air in: Jeffwtson County meets federal clean air. standards.; Current-
ly, the county is desngnaf .as attmnmg all such staridatds: ~For more mformatlon

on these standards visit http://www.ep g oy/ttd/auv7nnglotflllal ] ».html.

In addition, a relatlvelfrecent;assessment,of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant Clty, Wlth the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary, School yxelded concentratlons of benzene arsemc, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concerm, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead; a pollutant for which there are
national standards fon ambxent (outdoor) air, are below the leyel of the national
standard for protectlon ‘of public health Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, includ mé‘ benzene, arsemc, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estlmates were 1iot as hxgh as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to momtormg Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at
http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.

Regarding DIAL:

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
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availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective: As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an BPA pohcy issue and
should be addresscd by EPA .

16. Seq’Appgndik ;:-‘ Aftw‘

Stan CErT! and’ encourages you to contact us as
soon as possnble at 9305123940 ﬁle a t‘t ' ely con}plaml;;when you do see excess
emissions, soot or observe, ‘l ’ﬂl“o”do‘ e

¥
A

The county is currently in dcsngnated as attaunng all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to i 1mprove a1r quahty and to protect pubhc health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and statc programs to
conduct ambient air momtormg (Tarrant Elementary, School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observatxons t.hat are designed to en-
sure compliance of all fedcml stale and local regulahons

< e e
Regarding Health: ‘ " 2
While ABC Coke does emit air toxxcs (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfulalph html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
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zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation avaLlable prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concem that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants Qf concern emitted from nearby sources.
Asa rcsult the air toxxcs mbmtormg stu‘dy was not extended agthls school or in
this area. This mformatxox} can be found'at; <. .

http://www. ep___gov/scﬁdolg:rlschools4h§m k,ff S
Regarding DIAL: v ' e

e i
PEN PN
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The use of leferentlal Absorptlon nght Detectlon and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to requxre such monitoring. The
avanlabxhty of this technology is very limited and still uses- ‘methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as a long-term monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability is unknown Technologies such as this and others are
used to determine whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the Department but more of an EPA policy issue and
should be addressed by EPA.

17. See Appendix —~Attachment A-17

The Department understands your concems and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, of observe unpleasant odors.

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.
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To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxxcs (some of which are carcmogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzane paphthalene PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and Xylene). JCDH' uses federfil standards deyeloped by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliininate air toxgcg ‘and protect Eubhc health. These standards are mainly
National Emlssxons Standards for Hazardouss Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, additign, the Department
assures that the airin J effers’on County meets: federal clean air'standards. Current-
ly, the county is desxgﬂated as attammg all such standards. For more information

on these standa:ds visit. ttp /I WWW, ega gov[ttn/atw[macttnlalgh htn

In addition, a relatwely recent assessment of air tDXlCS conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant Clty, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School yxeldcd concentrauons of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found tobe below levels of coucem, leévels at which adverse
health effects have been observed Levels of lead a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambiet. (outdoor) air, are below: the level of the national
standard for protection of pubhc health: Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, m:semc, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at !
httb://www.ena.gov/gchoolair/schools.html.

Regarding DIAL:

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
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actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and assessed by
EPA. The Department has no basis or ability to require such monitoring. The
availability of this technology is very limited and still uses methods to estimate
emissions at the facility rather than measuring actual ambient concentrations. DI-
AL is, accordingly, not feasible as'a long-t€rm monitoring method as it must be
shipped (large truck) from the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its availability js unknown. Technologies such as this and others are
used to determme whether regulations are effective. As such, this request isnota
local permmmg issue qf/by tlie De 'artment but more of an EPA pohcy issue and
should be addressed b EPA: SR ' .

There has not been glVﬁtlA any special comldemtlon ;asyof yet si,nce ABC Coke is
located in an envxronmental justme afea, ,f\ddttwnal measures are, how/ever, being
evaluated thh the ass1stauce of EPA

18. See Appendnx -Attachment A-18

Response to Comment1

The county is currentlf in desig_néfed as%attainiﬁg%:z’ﬂlr t:edepa[’hea]ﬂly air standards.

To continue to improve air’quétlity and to protéet publi¢ health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHS, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
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ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of bepzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concerr; levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for amblent(outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard fér protection of pubhc heal&r Levels of pollutants a5§oc1ated with coke
plant ermssnons inclug img.béﬂzene: arSemq, gnd benzo(a)pyrene and assocxated
Ionger—term concentra;. Were not as, hlgh as sugges'ted by the infor-
mation avzulable prior. tq momtormg, , "I: fough thé‘y Wé:re beIoYv the leyels of sig-
nificant contern that had beehsuggeste ‘ by» the. modelmg information, these results
indicate the influence, éf these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics momtormg study was not extended at tlns school orin
this area. This mformanon can be found at o Y

http://www. e%gov/schoolaxr/schools htrnl

JCDH follows all fedeml standa.rds for the allowmg of selfreportmg for industrial
sources. Vit iR

Response to Comment 2 e
Currently, the JCDH Air and Radlahcn Dmsmn utxllze the main 24-hour contact
number for reporting public health emergencies at (205) 933-9110 (works for
nights and weekends). This number will report to the on-call nurse who can then
refer the call to the on-call Environmental Health Staff. These calls may, depend-
ing on severity, lead to an immediate inspection.

This comment will be evaluated to see if there is an easier method to route air pol-
lution-related calls during evenings/nights and on weekends.

During nomial busihess hours of 7:45 am to 4:30 pm, the Department encourages
you to call (205) 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess emis-
sions, soot, or observe unpleasant odors.

19. See Appendix — Attachment A-19
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The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting
unannounced evening mspecnons and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal state, and Iocal regulations.

Regardmg Health

While ABC Coke does ermtau' toxxcs gsome of vyhlch dre carcinogens mcludmg
benzene, deenzofurans ethyl benzene naphthalene* PﬁHs phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH' uses federal standards developed by EPA to rec{uce con-
trol, or eliminate aif toxics agd protect] pt;bhc health. These standards are mainly
National Enussxons Stquagds for Ha‘}z.érdous Aif Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standdrds. Current-
ly, the county ig designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards v1snt hitp: [IwWww. ega zov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph html

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxxcs conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant Clty, with the momtqnng site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, ylelded concentrations of benzen,e arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (oudeor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.
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20. See Appendix — Attachment A-20

The Department understands your concerns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a timely complaint when you do see excess
emissions, soot, or observc unpleasant odors.- ...

The county is currendy in dwlgnated as attammg all fcderal hcalthy air standards.

To continue to unproVe air quah y j{a;nd to pn;otect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH contmuc fo: \;‘y:vorkmg with federal and state programs to
conduct atnbient air momtonng (TarrantlElementa SEhool) and 2) conductmg
unannounded evening ms&ectlons and ffeld observanons that afe desxgned to en-
sure comphance of all fpd al state,'; &rocal rogulattons

Regarding Health

While ABC Cokc docs emit air toxxcs (some of which are carcmogens including
benzene, deenzoﬁ.u-ans, ethyl benzene naphthalcne, PAHs, phenol; styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health: These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Contr01 Technology (MACT) ‘In, a,ddltlon, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attdining-all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit http: //ﬂy,ega goy{ttn/atv@imactﬁﬂalgh htmi.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of anr toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
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As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

http://www .epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.
Regarding DIAL:

D S T

The use of Differential Absorption Light Detection and Ranging (DIAL) would be
based on a need provided to JCDH from EPA to monitor pollutants in addition to
actual monitoring that has already occurred in the Tarrant area. This would be in
supplement to the MACT and NESHAP standards that are written and’ assessed by
EPA. The Department has no b:fsls or abxhty to.require such monitoring: The
avaﬂablhty of this techpol‘ ogy is very limlted and still uses met‘imds to estimate
emissions at the facxhtyg'l;ather than measuring actua] afnblent concentrations DI-
AL is, accordingly, not’ feamble as a longf-te;m momtonng method as it must be
shipped (large truck) frdm the National Physics Laboratory, located in the United
Kingdom and its avmlablhty is unknown. “Technologies such as this and others are
used to determne whether regulations are effective. As such, this request is not a
local permitting issue of/by the. Department but more of an EPA pollcy issue and
should be addresscd by EPA.

21. See Appendix’ f-Attachment A21
The Department apprecidtes your cortmient

The Department has exceeded the- mxmmum requ1rements for involving the public
in the process of issuing the renewal perrmt for. ABC Coke to ensure that any po-
tential affected citizens have had an opportunity to comment. The Department
made the decision to grant various requests by the public in order to be responsive
to permitting concemns.

The following demonstrates how the Department has met environmental justice
guidance concerning permitting. ~

The Department took the following steps to ensure greater public involvement:
1) Published draft permit and public notice on JCDH website;
2) Granted and published public hearing notice on March 9, 2014 in the Bir-
mingham News allowing the public 36 days (instead of the minimum of 30
days) betore the date of the public hearing on April 14, 2014;
3) Held training for North Birmingham Community Leaders March 19, 2014
on coke plant operations;
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4) Held public information meeting on March 3 1, 2014 at Tarrant Intermedi-
ate School in order to give the public/affected citizens a chance for mean-
ingful involvement;

Regarding notification of the public information meeting, required advance
notice of public was given in the Bfoiﬁugham,Ngws, on the Department’s
website, on signage in front of Tarrant Elementary for eleven days,

5) Granted and held a public hearing regarding the Title V Permit for ABC
Coke on April 14, 2014 from 1:00-4:00 at JCDH’s Conference Room A

6) Held additional pefmitting process-and coke plant training on Aptil 12,
2014 and Aprif} 572014 at méi&g{b&u Birmingham Libtary and the Harri-
man Park Recreation Facility; = * 5 f-- -

7) Extended the piblic,comment period closed o April 18, 2014 giving an
effettive commient period of 68 days (as‘opposed to the regulatory mini-
mum of 30days, - L T

The county is/“currentliy in désignéted as attaining all federal healthy air stand-
ards. . : IR :

To continue to iml;i'fo.}"e'kair\ qua.hty and to protecf p'u/b‘]‘ic vh.ea‘lth across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues ta: 1) working with federal and state programs to

conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conducting

unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-

v

sure compliance of all federal, 5@!% and local tegulations.

Regarding Healith:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.
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In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. . Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for amb1ent (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protectmn of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentratton estmiates wer;e not as high as suggested by the. infor-
mation available prior to momtonng Alﬂtouglx they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that hag. been suggestedby the modehhg mformatxon these results
indicate the influence of thes¢ pollutants of coaccm ermtted from nenrby sources.
As a result, the air- toxms mdmtonng stqcly was.not extended at this school or in
this area. This mformatxon can be found at

http://www. epa.oov/schoolmr/schools Jhitml,

'22. See Appendix —Attachment A-22

Response to Comment 1

While emissions from proxi‘mate facilltics trlay indeed ét)mingle, the requirements
of Federal law requires each separate facilities with different property owners to
have separate Title V permits. Accordmgly, each Title V permit is regulated sepa-
rately.

As of right now, there are no plans for additional monitoring and subsequent health
assessment of air pollutants. The JCDH has not currently received any federal re-
quests to conduct and/or assist in any additional health/pollution studies in the Tar-
rant Area. The Department is only mandated to conduct monitoring for criteria air
pollutants. In addition, the Department does not have the capacity to conduct spe-
cialized, comprehensive health assessments. The Department works closely with
organizations such as ATSDR to complete these types of assessments.

A relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Toxics Study)
by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tarrant Elemen-
tary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and benzo(a)pyrene
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that were found to be below levels of concern. This was stated by EPA “At Tarrant
Elementary, concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and benzo(a)pyrene were
found to be below levels of concern. As a result, the air toxics monitoring study
will not be extended at this school”. This information can be found at

hitp://www.epa gov/school'ur/schools html

In addition, an even more recent study in the North Blrmmgham area yielded that
air toxics pollutant concentrations have decreased at the Shuttlesworth site, right
across the street from Walter Energy, from 2005-2006 levels to 2011- 2012 levels.

ReSponse to CommentZ'

The Depanment is resﬁ:enmble for enfo mg au' pollutlon regufattons and ensuring
air quality. The Departtben&doordmates’ egularlvanthmDEM’s Air Division and
EPA’s Reglon 4 Air, Péstlmdes and Toxics Program on air related issues. Any oth-
er media is coordinated through EPA and various other agenmes JCDH does not
have any reguiatory authonty over superfund soil or water issues.

Response to CommentS )

The Department understands your concérns and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239-to file a tunely complamt when you do see excess
emissions or observe unpleasant odors : ‘

e

f &.2:

23. See Appendix — Attachment A-23; |

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the Depart-
ment has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to work with the
community to analyze the comments received during the public comment period.
On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor air inspection. The inspec-
tion did not reflect the conditions outlined in the complaints. "Ifhe Department not-
ed very clean conditions as well as no evidence of soot deposition inside the
apartments or in the air handling systems for the building (on the roof). The De-
partment will inspect again if more complaints are received. The Department
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would ask that if you observe excess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits
to call 930-1239 to file a timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air quality to
protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspections unarmounced day and night
to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

24. See Appendxx Attachmcnt A-24

Due to the goncerns over alr pollutlon and soot at PresBytenan Manor the Depart-
ment has conducted an mdoor air assessment and will continue to work with the
community to analyze the comments received during the public comment period.
On May 16, 20 14, the Department conducted an indoor air inspection. The inspec-
tion did not reﬂect the conditions outlined in the complaints. The Department not-
ed very clean condmons as well as no evidence of soot deposition inside the
apartments or in the air handling systems for the building (on the roof). The De-
partment will inspect again if more complaints are reoelved ‘The Department
would ask that if you observe excess emissions, unplcasant odors or soot deposits
to call 930-1239 to file a tunely complaint. '

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air quality to
protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspections unannounced day and night
to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

25. See Appendix- Attachment A-25 - Comments # 1 -26
1) Comment #1 (Page 11-14)

The Department issues all Title V permits in accordance with the requirements 40
CFR 70.
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Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that'the air in J efferson, County meets federal clean air standards, Current-
ly, the county is des1gnated as: attanmng alI such: ,standards For more infofmation
on these standards wsmhtt‘“' /lww £ ’a‘cov/tuﬂatw/macttnlal 'h html, |

In adchuon, a relatlveh?' cent assessment of "a1r tox:cs conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA fTamnt Cltyr; with.the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, ylelded.concentratlons of benzene, arsenic, lead and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects haye been observed. Levels of lead; ‘a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protechon of pubhc health Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, mcludmo benzene, arsemc and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentratnon estlmates were not as. hlgh as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to momtormg Although they. were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modehng information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutzmts of concemn emitted from nearby sources.
As aresult, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at

htm://www.eoa.ggvlschoolair/schools.htmL

The Department conducts ambient air quality monitoring at Tarrant Elementary
School. This monitor is part of a large monitoring network throughout Jefferson
County to determine comphance with federal healthy air standards. The county is
currently designated as in attaining all federal standards for healthy air.

As EPA funding allows and EPA mandates:

The Department conducts air toxics monitoring studies in conjunction with EPA.
Based on monitored concentrations, the EPA then typically conducts a risk as-
sessment to determine if emissions need to be reduced. The risk assessment is then
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used to determine if health related studies are warranted by the Agency for Toxic
Substance and Disease Registry (ATSDR) which conducts public health assess-
ments using the monitored concentrations.

The JCDH relies on the EPA and the ATSDR to conduct health/pollution related
correlation studies. These type studies require resources that are not readily availa-
ble at a local level. To the view the process for a risk assessment please visit:
http://epa. gov/nskassesement/basxcmformauon htm#farisk. Visit-
http://www.atsdr.cde. gov/training/ ‘ubhc-health '\esessmeut-overwew/htnﬂ/ fora
definition of public health assessments O

http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/H/ C/PHA/HC_PHA asp?State=AL for public health as-
sessments and consultatxons conducted th_x the Stat% Qf Alabama.

:u,n

2) Comment #2 (Page 15;17) S !
The county i currently in des:gnated as attammg all federal healthy a1r standards

To continue to 1mprove air quahty and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) work with federal and state programs to con-
duct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conduct unan-
nounced evening inspections and field observations that are desxgned to ensure
compliance of all federal, state, and local rcgulatxons

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxu:s (some of WhICh are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit http://www.cpa.gov/ttn/atw/mactnlalph.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-

rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
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health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
‘longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to mb‘ﬁitbring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been snggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of'fthESel‘pqll/Lzltant’s of concern emitted from néarby sources.
As a result, the air toxxcsmohlgonng§mdy :ngs not extended at this scHle or in
this area. This information’can be found at. %, - 3

[ >3 aRN

R
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3) Comumient #3 (Pages 18-24y: . |
The county is &i‘:qrrently in designatéd‘as attaining all federal healthyé«ﬁir standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) work, with federal and state programs to con-
duct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conduct unan-
nounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to ensure
compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations. .*

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit httg:[/www.egztgov/tm/atwlmactﬁﬂalgh.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
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zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzenc, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estxmates were not as high as’ ‘suggested by the infor-
mation available pnor to monitoring. Although they were below.the levels of sig-
nificant concerh that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of: these pollutants@f concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air tox;cs mqiutor;ng’ : f'giyiwas not, exgsnded afthls school orin
this area. ThlS mformatl éanbe founc:f*~~ e

JCDH does not have regula' ry -
therefore any* soxl mformanon must be handled by EPA Bl

4) Comment #4 (Pages 24-23) :

The Department understands your concems arid encouragcs you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-1239 to file a tlmely complamt when you do see excess
emissions or observe unpleasant odors. - ‘

With respect to your concerns about henlth, the apphcable rules and regulations in-
corporated into the permit are meant to.reduce, minimize, and/or eliminate pollu-
tants so that citizens’ health will not be adversely impacted. In addition, the De-
partment conducts monitoring within the vicinity of ABC Coke). Based on these
monitoring results, the county is currently designated as meeting all federal stand-
ards for clean air. In addition, with respect to air toxics, concentrations of air tox-
ics as measured at Tarrant Elemientary during the School Air Toxics Monitoring
campaign did not result in any unacceptable risks, as determined by the USEPA.
This information can be found at http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html

The Department currently uses the acceptable risk range of 1x10-4 to 1x10-6 guid-
ance provided by EPA for individual and cumulative concentrations; however, it is
the Department’s goal to continue to improve all air toxics levels to the lower end

of the risk range. The Department achieves this goal by conducting air toxics stud-
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ies in conjunction with EPA and through NESHAP and MACT standards enforce-
ment.

5) Comment #5 (Pages 29-32) B

The Department understands your concerns.

6)Comii;ent #6 (Pa *

&
13

The county is currently ifidesignated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.
To continue to improve:air.quality and to: protect'public health'across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: T) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambiént air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School which runs 24 hours a
day) and 2) conducting unannounced evening inspections and field observations
that are designed to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

b3

Regarding Health: ~,
While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthaléne, PAHSs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-

ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.htm|.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (Schoo! Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzené, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
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plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxicsmOnitbi'ing study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at '

httg://www.ega.gov/schoqlair/schQols.h’tml,

No answer. “

8) Comment #8 (Page 37-40) .

The Department currently uses the acceptable risk range of 1x10-4 to 1x10-6 guid-
ance provided by EPA for individual and cumulative concentrations; however, it is
the Department’s goal to continue to improve all air toxics levels to the lower end
of the risk range. The Department achieves this goal by conducting air toxics stud-
ies in conjunction with EPA and through NESHAP and MACT standards enforce-
ment. e . :

In addition, the applicable rules and regulations incorporated into the permit are
meant to reduce, minimize, and/or eliminate pollutants so that citizens’ health will
not be adversely impacted. In addition, the Department conducts monitoring with-
in the vicinity of ABC Coke). Based on these monitoring results, the county is cur-
rently designated as meeting all federal standards for clean air.

In addition, with respect to air toxics, concentrations of air toxics as measured at
Tarrant Elementary during the School Air Toxics Monitoring campaign did not re-
sult in any unacceptable risks, as determined by the USEPA. This information can
be found at http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html

9) Comment #9 (Pages 41-42)
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The Department would like to thank you for your comment and ask that if you ob-
Serve excess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits to call 930-1239 o file a
timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air quality to
protect public health across JeffErs’bn‘/COﬁﬁty. The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) work with federal and state programs to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducts inspections unannounced day and night
to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations. B

10) Comment #10(Pages42-445

£ ;
T
e 4

The Department would.like:to thank Xou{fdr this comment. The Department, since
the public hearing, is afﬁalyz'iﬁg':;Ways»‘tq‘f‘inel’ude*ihterpféters and staff to address

multilingual communities. The Department had an interpreter present at the Walter
Coke public hearing and will make this a part of an Environmental Health Services

policy moving forward. - -

11) Comment #11 (Pages 44-46)

All Title V permits issued every five ear basis in accordance with the federal re-
quirements of 40 CFR Part 70, -~ ' s

The county is currently in dcsignatéd;‘és:atltvaxi‘ﬁin'gﬁ all federal healthy air standards,

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across J efferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School which runs 24 hours a
day) and 2) conducting unannounced evening inspections and field observations
that are designed to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:
While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-

ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly

65



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit httnf//www.ena.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalgh html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air thiCS‘cOnducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, ylelded :&:ohcéﬁtrations of benzene, arsenié;l;ad, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were, found to be,below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have be€iy obServed.” Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for;i»x}nplent (outdoor) air, ate below,the levé] of the national
standard for protection bf pubhc healthLevqls of pollgtants as§ociated with coke
plant emissions, including Benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentratxonestxfnates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. ; Altho&igh they were below the levels of si g-
nificant concerfi-ﬂthat had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at S

http://www epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.

Regarding zoning Issues:

The Department has no authority when it relates to zoning issues. Please contact
your local county or zoning board with regards to these issues.

12) Comment #12 (Pages 46-50)

The Department appreciates your concern for the community.

The Department would like to thank you for this comment and will incorporate
evaluation methods into further public hearings according to public interest. With
respect to the size and location of the public hearing for ABC Coke, the Depart-
ment held the public hearing open from 1:00 pm to 4:00 pm to allow for citizens to
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comment any time during that period. For future public hearings, the Department
has taken steps to ensure the adequacy of seating capacity and that the location will
be held in a place that’s more accessible to affected citizens. As a result of these
and similar requests, the Department held the Walter Coke public hearing at a
community centralized location the North Blmnngham Library from 4:00 pm -
7:30 pm. : -

The county is cm;rently in demgnated as attammg all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve au: quality and ;o protect public health across J efferson
County, the JCDH continites t3 1) working Wwith federal and state prograins to
conduct ambient air mg mtérmg (Tarrani l;’lementarx S:éhool wlucb runs 24 hours a

day) and 2) conductmg Ltmannounced ev’eping inspections and ﬁeld observations
that are de51gned to ens &comphance of all federal, state anct local reoulauons

Regarding Health

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of whlch are carcmogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect pubhc hehlth: These. $tandards are mainly
National Emissions Staridards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT) In; addxtlon, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson, County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attalmng all such standards. For more information

on these standards visit hitp:/www.epa. gov/ttn/atw/nmctﬁ]Ialgh html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elemc‘ntary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for ptotecnon of pubhc health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
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indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This inforrnation can be found at

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.

sy

13) Comm‘eht #13 (lfages 51;55;,; -

The Department qnderstands your co ms and‘ enc;oux:ages yall to contact us as
soon as possible at:930-1239 to file a tu:nely complamtwhen you do see excess
emissions or observe unpléasant odors. ! Whlle the Dep@rtment’e standard working
hours are from 7:45 amtc 4:30 pm, the Department cqnducts night-time inspec-
tions of the fac1hty and/or obsewatlons of the area to observe the presence of any
excess emissions that may occur at mght

The county is cuttently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to 1mprove air. quahty and to protect pubhc health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School which runs 24 hours a
day) and 2) conducting unannounced evening tn5pect10ns and field observations
that are designed to ensure comphance of a.ll federal state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfulalph.html.
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In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed, Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including bgf;Zene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates wére not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior tomomtomgAlgh3ugh they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested: by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence °v thcsc po[lut;ipt%pﬁqbnceg‘fexﬁitted ﬁqm nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in
this area. This information can be found at. . ‘

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.hfml. -

The Department currently uses the acceptable risk range of 1x10-4 to 1x10-6 guid-
ance provided by EPA for individual and cumulative concentrations; however, it is
the Department’s goal to continue to improve all air toxics levels to the lower end
of the risk range. The Departrent achieves this goal by conducting air toxics stud-
ies in conjunction with EPA and through NESHAP and MACT standards enforce-
ment. T

With respect to complaints, the Department responds to complaints as promptly as
possible. The Department resultantly responds back to the complainants on the re-
sults of any investigations. If there are concerns about any specific complaint
please call (205)930-1239 '

Regarding Time and Place of Hearing:

The Department would like to thank you for this comment and will incorporate
evaluation methods into further public hearings according to public interest, With
respect to the size and location of the public hearing for ABC Coke, the Depart-
ment held the public hearing open from 1:00 pm to 4:00 pm to allow for citizens to
comment any time during that period. For future public hearings, the Department
has taken steps to ensure the adequacy of seating capacity and that the location will
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be held in a place that’s more accessible to affected citizens. As a result of these
and similar requests, the Department held the Walter Coke public hearing at a
community centralized location the North Birmingham Library from 4:00 pm—
7:30 pm.

14) Comment #14 (Pages 55-58)

The Department apprecmtes ydm‘ concem for the community.

The J efferson Co!mty Dep,artment of Health granted both a pubhc mformatlon
meeting and public hearmg er the resxdents of Tarrant*f = (

The followmg demonstrafes how the Department has met envuonmental justice
guidance concemmg perrm tting. ' ; :

The Dcpartment also conducted the followmg above and beyond the minimum re-
quirements for Title V Partlmpatlon A
1) Published draft permit and public notice on J CDH web31te
2) Granted and pubhshed public hearing notice on March 9, 2014 in the Bir-
mingham News allowing the public 36 days (mstead of the minimum of 30
days) before the date of the pubhc hearing on Aprll 14, 2014;
3) Held training for North Blrmmgham Commumty Leaders March 19, 2014
on coke plant operations; .
4) Held public information meetmg on March 31, 2014 at Tarrant Intermedi-
ate School in order to give the public/affected citizens a chance for mean-
ingful involvement;

Regarding notification of the public information meeting, required advance
notice of pubhc was given in the Birmingham News, on the Department’s
website, on signage in front of Tarrant Elementary for eleven days.

5) Granted and held a public hearing regarding the Title V Permit for ABC
Coke on April 14, 2014 from 1:00-4:00 at JCDH's Conference Room A;

6) Held additional permitting process and coke plant training on April 12,
2014 and April 15, 2014 at the North Birmingham Library and the Harri-
man Park Recreation Facility;
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7) Extended the public comment period closed on April 18, 2014 giving an
effective comment period of 68 days (as opposed to the regulatory mini-
mum of 30 days;

The Department would like to thank you for this comment and will incorporate
evaluation methods into further public hearinigs-according to public interest. With
respect to the size and.location of the public hearing for ABC Coke, the Depart-
ment held the public hearing,open from 1:00 pm to 4:00 pm to allow for citizens to
comment any time during that period. For future public hearings, the. Department
has taken steps to ensure the. adeq;uacyofseatmg capacity and that the location will
be held ina place that'sir "oiigg'd&gféssibl%toﬁ affected citizens. As a result of these

and similar requests, the Départment hedtheWal“t‘gFr Goke public hearing at a
community centralized Ipcation the North BirminghanLibrary from 4:00 pm-—
7:30 pm. - - g o e &

The Permit renewalﬂg;ﬁdcss for facilities is determined by the permit expiration
date and due to the various avenues for public involvement JCDH extended both
Permit comment periods from the normal 30 day requirement to 60days for both
permits. JCDH also as mentioned above conducted yarious locations for communi-

ty involvement.

With respect to the size and location of the public hearing, for future similarly oc-
casions, we will try to e“ﬁayre the adequacy of seating capacity and that the location
will be held in a place that’s more accessible to affected citizens. Asa result, for
the hearing on Walter Coke, We will be conducting the hearing in the afternoon
within the community. e

15) Comment #15 (Pages 58-62) =~

The Department appreciates your concem for the community.
The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School) and 2) conductin g
unannounced evening inspections and field observations that are designed to en-
sure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.
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Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowablc Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the'air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is desxgnated as. attammg all such standards. For more mformat10n
on these s%andards v1s1thtt f oviit | :

In addition, a relatxv%%rew,‘nf assessm i f air toyglciconducted (School Air Tox-

ics Study) by the US A in: Tarrant Cxty,- ‘with the momtormg S1te located at Tar-
rant Elementary Schoof ylelded concentrations of hedkene arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found tQ beb¢low levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have beén observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national stzmda:ds for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including: benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrcne and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of sig-
nificant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these results
indicate the influence of these pollutagts of concern emitted from nearby sources.
As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this school or in

this area. This information can be found at- .
http://www.epa. gov/schoolmr/schools html

The Department conducts air toxics momtonng studies in conjunction with EPA.
Based on monitored concentrations, the EPA then typically conducts a risk as-
sessment to determine if emissions need to be reduced. The risk assessment is then
used to determine if health related studies are warranted by the Agency for Toxic
Substance and Disease Registry (ATSDR) which conducts public health assess-
ments using the monitored concentrations.

The JCDH relies on the EPA and the ATSDR to conduct health/pollution related
correlation studies. These type studies require resources that are not readily availa-
ble at a local level. To the view the process for a risk assessment please visit:

hitp://epa.gov/riskassessment/basicinformation. htmé#arisk,

72



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ABC COKE

Visit http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/training/public-health-assessment-overview/html/
for a definition of public health assessments or
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/HAC/PHA/HCPHA .asp?State=AL for public health as-
sessments and consultations conducted in the State of Alabama.

The JCDH has not currently received any new or additional federal funding to
conduct and/or assist in any additional health/pollution studies in the Tarrant Area.
The Department is: only mandated to conduct monitoring for criteria air pollutants.
In addition, the' Department does.not haye the capacity to conduct specialized,
comprehensive health assessments: The Department works closely with organiza-
tions suchas ATSDR tp‘completc the;étypes of assessments i 4

The Department Would"hke to thank y u“‘:fon: thxs commcnt an& W111 mcorporate

respect to the size a.nd Ipcatton of the pubhc heanng for ABC Coke the Depart—
ment held the public heanng opcn from: 1:00' pm to 4:00 pm to allow for citizens to
comment any time during that penod For future public hearings, the:Department
has taken steps to ensure the adequacy of seating capacity and that the location will
be held in a place that’s more accessible to affected citizens. As a result of these
and similar requests, the Department held the Walter Coke public hearing at a
community centrahzed locauon the North Blrmmgham L;brary from 4:00 pm -
7:30 pm. e ; ,

v
R TR
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16) Comment #16 (Pageg‘;{ﬁz‘.g‘i‘)i o L

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the Depart-
ment has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to work with the
community to analyze the comments received during the public comment period.
On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor air inspection. The inspec-
tion did not reflect the conditions outlined in the complaints. The Department not-
ed very clean conditions as well as no evidence of soot deposition inside the
apartments or in the air handling systems for the building (on the roof). The De-
partment will inspect again if more complaints are received. The Department
would ask that if you observe excess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits
to call 930-1239 to file a timely complaint.
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Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air quality to
protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspections unannounced day and night
to ensure compliance of all federal state, and.local regulatxons

17) Commerit #17 (Pagm 64 66)
The Departmcnt apprec:ates you concem for the community,

The county is currently i daslgnated astattammg all fedcral healthy air sfandards

To contmue to merov .au'quahty and.to protect pubhc health ‘ACross Jeffersou
County, the JCDH contlnues ta: 1) workmg Wlth federal and state programs to
conduct amblent air momtormg (Tarrauf Elementary School which runs 24 hours a
day) and 2) conductmg unannounced evening inspections and field observations
that are designed to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:'

While ABC Coke does emlt air tOX1cs (some of wluch are ca.rcmo gens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, éthyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs phenoi styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards: developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health.” These standards are mainly
Natijonal Emissions Standards for Hazardous Ait Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and bern-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
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plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of
significant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these re-
sults indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby
sources. As a result, the air toxics monitoring study.was not extended at this
school or in this area, Thi$ information can be found at

http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schoolshtml.

The Department understands ygurzgcengems ‘and encourages you to contact us as
soon as possible at 930-123¢ o file'a timely complai :
emissions:or obs@p"\ié;uﬁpléasaﬁt odor

B L NN

The Department appreciates your comment.

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School which runs 24 hours 2
day) and 2) conducting unannpunced evening inspections and field observations
that are designed to ensure comipliance. of all federal, state, and local regulations.

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does emit air toxics (some of which are carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl benzene naphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards ate mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT). In, addition, the Department
assures that the air in Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining all such standards. For more information
on these standards visit http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfnlalph.html.
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In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by, the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring,; Although they were below the levgls of
significant concern that had beer suggested by the modeling information, these re-
sults indicate the influencefof these polliitants of concern emitted from nearby
sources. As a result, the air toxics moniforing $tudy, wds not extended at this
school or in this area. This information,Ean be found at, d ,
"' . W ?;

http://www epa.gov/schoolair/schiools html,. "

v
b
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Regarding Pub;lic Comment Locaﬁanan;d ‘I‘)uratio‘n:

The Department would like to thank you for this comment and will incorporate
evaluation methods into further public hearings according to public interest. With
respect to the size and location of the gublic hearing for ABC Coke, the Depart-
ment held the public hearing open'from-1:00 pm t0.4:00 pm to allow for citizens to
comment any time during that period. For future public hearings, the Department
has taken steps to ensure the adequacy of seating capacity and that the location will
be held in a place that’s more accessible to affected citizens. As a result of these
and similar requests, the Department held the Walter Coke public hearing at a
community centralized location the North Birmingham Library from 4:00 pm -
7:30 pm. '

The Permit renewal process for facilities is determined by the permit expiration
date and due to the various avenues for public involvement JCDH extended both
Permit comment periods from the normal 30 day requirement to 60 days for ABC
Coke. JCDH also conducted a public information session at Tarrant I[ntermediate
School

For ABC Coke, the comment period started on Sunday, February 9" and ended on
Friday, April 18™,
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19) Comment #19 (Pages 70-71)

The Department appreciates your comment.

P .

20) Comment #26"{Pag¢s 71,73) S

Due to the concerns over a.u' polfutlon zmd s‘oot at Presbyterian Manor the Depart-
ment has conducted an. mdi' o;%axr ass&ss ,‘t‘f/and‘wﬂl gontmuc.to work thh the
commumty to analyzc the, coihments recmved, dunhg the pubhc comment period.
On May 16, 2014 the Degattmcnt conducted an mcfoon air msgcctton The inspec-
tion did not' reﬂect thc éondmons outlméd in the compiamts The Department not-
ed very clean condxuons as: Weli as ho cwdcnce of soot deposition insjde the
apartments or in the air handlmg systems for the building (on the root) The De-
partment will mspect again | if more complaints are recetved The Department
would ask that if you observe excess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits
to call 930-1239 to ﬁle a tunely complamt 2

Jefferson County Department of Héalth has the rmssum of i 1mprovu1g air quality to
protect public health acr085 ]'efferson County The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) work with federal and state’ progmms to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) condncts mspechons unannounced day and night
to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

21) Comment #21 (Pages 74-80)

Due to the concerns over air pollution and soot at Presbyterian Manor the Depat-
ment has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to work with the
community to analyze the comments received dunng the public comment period.
On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an indoor air inspection. The inspec-
tion did not reflect the conditions outlined in the complaints. The Department not-
ed very clean conditions as well as no evidence of soot deposition inside the
apartments or in the air handling systems for the building (on the roof). The De-
partment will inspect again if more complaints are received. The Department
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would ask that if you observe excess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits
to call 930-1239 to file a timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air quality to
protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) work with federal and state programs to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducts inspections unanndunced day and night
to ensure complianée of all fédergl; state, and local regulations. "

T P :

22) Comment #22:(Pages 308D~ i

The Department Wowuldglil%&,;to‘ thank you or this cg%ént The Department, since
the public hearing, is analyzing Ways fo:include.ifiterpreters and staff to address
multilingual ‘communitjes. The Departmerit had an interpreter present at the Walter
Coke public hearing and will make this.a part of an Environmental Health Services
policy moving forward. S “ e

[
S

A

23) Comment #23 (Pages 81-84)

Due to the concerns over air pqnmipn and soot ai Pfejsbytcgiéh Manor the Depart-
ment has conducted an indoor air assessment and will continue to work with the
community to analyze the comments received during the public comment period.
On May 16, 2014, the Department conducted an inidoor air inspection. The inspec-
tion did not reflect the conditions oﬁtlig;e;‘d'vi’gthé complaints. The Department not-
ed very clean conditions as well as no evidence of soot deposition inside the
apartments or in the air handling systems for the building (on the roof). The De-
partment will inspect again if more complaints are received. The Department
would ask that if you observe excess emissions, unpleasant odors or soot deposits
to call 930-1239 to file a timely complaint.

Jefferson County Department of Health has the mission of improving air quality to
protect public health across Jefferson County. The JCDH accomplishes this goal
by 1) working with federal and state programs to con-duct ambient air monitoring
(Tarrant Elementary School) 2) conducting inspections unannounced day and night
to ensure compliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.
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24) Comment #24 (Pages 85-88)

Regarding Health:

While ABC Coke does’ emJt air toxics (some of Wthh are carcmogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans, ethyl | benzéne naphthalene, PAHSs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene) JCDH u$e§ federal_,standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate amtolucs and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Ermssmns St "f'dards fqr “Hazardous At Pollujfants (I\LESHAPS) and the
Maximum, Allowable C oﬁtro[ Technoloé%r MACT), In, addmon the Départment
assures that the air in J eff erson County. fheets federal c,lean mrgtandards Current-
ly, the county is desxgqate as_attamglg alk such. sﬁn ¥ds. For'more mformatlon
on these standards v151§_htt ‘\/Iwww ega.gov/ttn/atw/mac&nlalph html

5 !

In addition, a felatwely recent assessment of a1r toxics conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA i m Tarrant City, with the monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School y1elded ¢concentrations of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo{a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concem, levels at which adverse
health effects have begn observed Levels of lead; a pollutant for which there are
national standards for amblenq (outdoox) air, are. below the level of the national
standard for protection of:public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including ber;Zene, arsenic, and benzo(é)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring; ‘Although they were below the levels of
significant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these re-
sults indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby
sources. As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this
school or in this area. This information can be found at
http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools himl. |

The Department currently uses the acceptable risk range of 1x10-4 to 1x10-6 guid-
ance provided by EPA for individual and cumulative concentrations; however, it is
the Department’s goal to continue to improve all air toxics levels to the lower end
of the risk range. The Department achieves this goal by conducting air toxics stud-
ies in conjunction with EPA and through NESHAP and MACT standards enforce-
ment.
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25) Comment #25 (Pages 89-93)

The county is currently in designated as attaining all federal healthy air standards.

To continue to improve air quality and.to protect public health across Jefferson
County, the JCDH continues to: 1) working with federal and state programs to
conduct ambient air monitoring (Tarrant Elementary School which runs 24 hours a
day) and 2) conducting unannounced evening inspections and field observations
that are designed to ensure comipliance of all federal, state, and local regulations.

-1 N PPN i
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While ABC.Coke does emit air ,tpg;iQsﬂé{s’ép;gﬁpwg_wﬁjclxjfa%re carcinogens including
benzene, dibenzofurans; ethyl benzene haphthalene, PAHs, phenol, styrene, tolu-
ene, and xylene). JCDH uses federal standards developed by EPA to reduce, con-
trol, or eliminate air toxics and protect public health. These standards are mainly
National Emissions Standards for Hazardqus Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) and the
Maximum Allowable Control Technology (MACT).. In, addition, the Department
assures that the air int Jefferson County meets federal clean air standards. Current-
ly, the county is designated as attaining ail such standards. For more information

on these standards visit http://\www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/mactfplalph.html.

In addition, a relatively recent assessment of air toxics'conducted (School Air Tox-
ics Study) by the USEPA in Tzirragﬁ City, with the-monitoring site located at Tar-
rant Elementary School, yielded concentrations'of benzene, arsenic, lead, and ben-
zo(a)pyrene that were found to be below levels of concern, levels at which adverse
health effects have been observed. Levels of lead, a pollutant for which there are
national standards for ambient (outdoor) air, are below the level of the national
standard for protection of public health. Levels of pollutants associated with coke
plant emissions, including benzene, arsenic, and benzo(a)pyrene and associated
longer-term concentration estimates were not as high as suggested by the infor-
mation available prior to monitoring. Although they were below the levels of
significant concern that had been suggested by the modeling information, these re-
sults indicate the influence of these pollutants of concern emitted from nearby
sources. As a result, the air toxics monitoring study was not extended at this
school or in this area. This information can be found at
http://www.epa.gov/schoolair/schools.html.
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26) Comment #26 (Pages 94-98)

The Department appreciates your comment and concern for the community.

With respect to the extension of the comment. period the Department has extended
the comment period past coniment period minimum of 30.days. For ABC Coke,
the comment pcnod started on Sunday, February 9" and ended on Fnday, April
18",

Regardmg‘ notlficatwns,fpr thex pubhc hearmg, the Department placed notlﬁcatlons
websxte, af I‘arxant C1ty Hall and as commumcatmg dur-

in the newspaper, on ol
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Exhibit 4
JCDH Permit Evaluation for ABC Coke



Jefferson County Department of Health
Environmental Health Services
Air and Radiation Protection Division

Title V Operating Permit Evaluation
ABC Coke (Coke By-Products Plant and Utilities Plant)

November 7, 2013

Introduction
On May 15, 2013, ABC Coke submitted permit applications for a Renewal Title V Major

Source Operating Permit for a coke by-products manufacturing facility and a utilities
production facility. The standard industrial classification codes (SICs) for the coke by-
products plant, the utilities production plant, and the wastewater treatment plant are 2999,
4939, and 4952, respectively. The plant is located at Alabama Street and Huntsville
Avenue, Tarrant, Alabama 35217, Mark Poling, Manager, Engineering (ABC Coke
Division), is the designated environmental plant contact concerning permit applications
and plant operations.

The coke-by product plant produces coke and by products that are either sold or used in
the coking process while the utilities plant provides essential utility services for the rest
of the facility. The wastewater treatment plant is utilized to treat the process wastewaters
emanating from the various processes at ABC Coke.

Total combined process/source emissions result in classification of the facility as an
actual major source of particulate matter (PM), sulfur oxides (SOx), nitrogen oxide
(NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), and hazardous air
pollutants (HAP). In the year 2012, total facility actual emissions of the above pollutants
were estimated to be 483.51 tpy, 1950.47 tpy, 1071.69 tpy, 763.004 tpy, 147.70 tpy, and
31.09 tpy, respectively.

The coke by-products manufacturing plant is subject to several federal National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs). These include Subpart L
(NESHAPs for Benzene Emissions from Coke By-Product Recovery Plants) of 40 CFR
61; Subpart V (NESHAPs for Equipment Leaks (Fugitive Emissions Sources)) of 40 CFR
61, Subpart FF (NESHAPs for Benzene Waste Operations) of 40 CFR 61; Subpart L
(NESHAPs for Coke Oven Batteries) of 40 CFR 63; and Subpart CCCCC (NESHAPs for
Coke Ovens: Pushing, Quenching, and Battery Stacks) of 40 CFR 63.

All equipment at the coke by-products facility is classified as existing.

One boiler is subject to Subpart Db (Standards of Performance for Industrial-
Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units) of 40 CFR 60 but not subject to 40
CFR 63 (5Ds), as coke oven gas (COG) is regulated under 40 CFR, Subpart L and
exempted under 63.7491. The stack particulate emissions from all of the processes
associated with the plants are subject to the general process industries requirements under



Part 6.4 of the Jefferson County Board of Health Air Pollution Control Rules and
Regulations (“Regulations™), with the exclusion of stack particulate emissions from the
underfire stacks and boiler stacks. Underfire stack emissions are subject to the
requirements under Part 6.9 of the Regulations. Boiler stack emissions are subject to the
requirements under Part 6.3 of the Regulations. Visible emissions are subject to the
requirements under Part 6.1 of the Regulations. Fugitive emissions are subject to the
requirements under Part 6.2 of the Regulations.

Coke By-Products Manufacturing Plant

Introduction

Fumace and foundry coke are prepared by heating blended coal masses (coal, breeze,
other constituents) in “ovens” for extended periods of time at elevated temperatures
(2000+ °F). Several sets of ovens comprise and form the individual coke “batteries.”
ABC Coke operates three (3) by-product coke batteries. They are labeled as Coke
Battery No. 1, Coke Battery No. 5, and Coke Battery No. 6. Respectively, the coke
batteries have 78, 25, and 29 ovens.

Process

The discharge of coal from the hoppers on top of the ovens is “staged” by controlling the
sequence in which each hopper is emptied to avoid peaks of coal that may block the
space above the coal, which hinders the removal of gases generating during charging.
Near the end of the charging sequence, peaks of coal in the oven are leveled by a steel bar
from the pusher machine through a small door (“chuck door”’) on the side of the oven.
This leveling process aids in uniform coking and provides a clear vapor space and exit
tunnel for the gases that evolve during coking to flow to the gas collection system. After
the oven is charged with coal, the chuck door is closed, the lids are placed back on the
charging ports and sealed (“luted”) with a wet clay mixture, the aspiration is turned off,
and the gases are directed into the offtake system and collecting main.

Thermal distillation takes place in each of the ovens of their respective batteries. The
wall separating adjacent ovens, as welil as each end wall, is made up of a series of heating
flues. At any one time, half of the flues in a given wall will be burning gas while the
other half will be conveying waste heat from the combustion flues to a “checker brick™
heat exchanger and then to the combustion stack. The operation of each oven is cyclic
and each battery contains a sufficiently large number of ovens to produce an essentially
continuous flow of raw coke oven gas. Individual ovens are charged and emptied at
approximately equal time intervals during the coking cycle. Furnace coking time periods
are typically around twenty (20) hours. Foundry coking time periods are typically around
twenty four (24) hours. Air is prevented from leaking into the ovens by maintaining a
positive back pressure in the collection main. The gases and hydrocarbons that evolve
during the thermal distillation are removed through the offtake system and sent to the
byproduct plant for recovery.

Once the coal is properly carbonized, the coke in the oven is ready to be removed.
The coke is pushed through a coke guide into the quench car. The quench car carries the
coke to a quench tower where water is dumped on the coke as a cooling process. The
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Emissions
Emissions from the coke ovens include PM, SOx, NOx, VOCs, CO, and numerous

organic compounds, including polycyclic organic matter (POM). PM is emitted from raw
coal unloading, storage, and handling; mixing, crushing, and screening; blending;
charging; leaks from doors, lids, and offtakes during coking; soaking, pushing coke from
the oven; hot coke quenching; combustions stacks; and coke crushing, sizing, screening,
handling, and storage. Volatile organic compounds are emitted from coke oven leaks,
coke pushing, and coke quenching. Sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and carbon
monoxide are also emitted from coke oven leaks. Organic compounds soluble in benzene
(BSO) are the major constituents of the PM emissions and are also included as VOCs.
Among the hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) included in the VOCs are benzene, toluene,
xylenes, cyanide compounds, naphthalene, phenol, and POM, all of which are contained
in coke oven gas. Emissions from the byproduct plant are primarily benzene and other
light aromatics, POMs, cyanides, phenols, and light oils. Other emission sources include
operations such as boilers, wastewater treatment, cooling towers, and roads.

Controls for the coke plant consist of operation and maintenance practices (work practice
standards) to reduce emissions, and application of control devices to specific operations
in the coke-making and byproduct recovery processes. Operation and maintenance
practices include steam aspiration, staged charging to reduce charging leaks, and sealing
of doors, lids, and offtakes at joints that may leak. A control for pushing and coke-side
door leaks, the hood is constructed along the coke side of the battery. The hood is ducted
to a PM control device, typically a baghouse. Quenching emissions are controlled by
installing baffles in the quench tower to impede PM flow, and use of clean water
(recycled water that does not include process water) for quenching. For by-products, the
primary control is gas blanketing. Fugitive particulate emissions from coal and coke
piles are controlled by surfactants (which bind the particles together) and an elevated
sprinkler system which can mimic a rainfall event during dry periods to minimize
conditions which can lead to fugitive particulate emissions. Further, particulate
emissions from plant roads are controlled by the use of vacuum and water trucks.



Ulilities
The Utilities facility primarily consists of three (3) boilers that primarily burn Coke Oven
Gas (COG). The back-up fuel for these three (3) boilers is natural gas.

Pollutants emitted from the Utilities Plant include volatile organic compounds (VOCs),
nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur oxides (SOx), particulate matter (PM) emissions, and
carbon monoxide (CO) with no controls applied. Currently, permitted boilers are
included in Table 1 above.

AFS Sources Classification Codes (SCC)

SCC Process

1-02-006-01 >100 Million BTU/Hr Natural Gas
Combustion

1-02-005-01 Fuel Oil Combustion (Grades 1 and 2)
1-02-007-07 Coke Oven Gas Combustion
3-03-003-02 QOven Charging
3-03-003-03 Oven Pushing
3-03-003-04 Quenching
3-03-003-05 Coal Unloading
3-03-003-06 Oven Underfiring
3-03-003-07 Coal Crushing/Handling
3-03-003-08 Oven/Door Leaks
3-03-003-09 Coal Conveying
3-03-003-10 Coal Crushing
3-03-003-11 Coal Screening
3-03-003-12 Coke: Crushing/Screening/Handling
3-03-003-13 Coal Preheater
3-03-003-14 Topside Leaks
3-03-003-15 Gas By-Product Plant
3-03-003-16 Coal Storage Pile
3-03-003-17 Combustion Stack: Coke Oven Gas (COG)
3-03-003-31 By-Product Manufacturing
3-03-003-32 Flushing Liquor Circulation Tank
3-03-003-33 Excess-Ammonia Liquor Tank
3-03-003-34 Tar Dehydrator
3-03-003-35 Tar Interceding Sump
3-03-003-36 Tar Storage
3-03-003-41 Light Qil Sump
3-03-00342 Light Oil Decanter/Condenser Vent
3-03-003-43 Wash Oil Decanter
3-03-003-44 Wash Oil Circulation Tank
3-03-003-51 By-Product Coke Manufacturing
3-03-003-52 Tar Bottom Final Cooler
3-03-003-53 Naphthalene Processing/Handling




[ ©3-03-003-61 | Equipment Leaks ]

Emissions Summary

Please see the attached facility-wide emissions for 2012. Emissions were derived from
information submitted in the permit application and the latest production data submittal.

The facility is an actual major source of particulate matter emissions, nitrogen oxide
emissions, sulfur oxide emissions, hazardous air pollutant emissions (including coke oven
emissions), carbon monoxide emissions, and volatile organic compound emissions. The
major source threshold for PM, SOx, CO, NOx, and VOC is 100 tons per year. The
major source threshold for a single HAP emission pollutant is 10 tons per year or 25 tons
per year for a combination of HAP emission pollutants. Total source HAP emissions
emanating from the facility exceed both the single HAP limit and the combined HAP
limit. Coke oven emissions are classified as HAPs and are the predominant source of

HAP emissions.

L3

For the Green House Gas Mandatory Reporting Rule (40 CER 98), the applicability
threshold for an existing Title V Major Source is greater than or equal to 100,000 tons per
year of COze. ABC Coke is subject to this rule and the respective reporting. Mandatory
reporting is made directly to EPA and is not an enforceable requirement of this Title V
Major Source Operating Permit.

Pollution Prevention (P2)
In 2007, ABC Coke implemented a Pollution Prevention (P2) strategy to control

particulate matter (PM) from all sources. In mid-2007, the capture capabilities of the
pushing emission controls (bag houses) were voluntarily increased by 200%. Even
though this improvement was not required by regulation, the operations and maintenance
(O&M) of the resulting enhanced system was significantly increased to comply with
applicable regulations.

In 2008, all roads were paved and are subsequently maintained daily by a vacuum street-
sweeper and spray truck dispersing water with dust control additives to manage
particulates from roads and stockpiles.

[n 2009, construction began on a comprehensive dust control sprinkler system with the
capability of providing 2/10" of rain equivalent twice/day on all stockpile areas. This
sprinkler system is capable of achieving a 98% control of particles according to the

EPA's miscellaneous control factors for particulates. Developing a system to cover the 23
acres of stock pile required several years of construction and the project was completed in
2013.

In previous permit cycles, ABC Coke has concentrated its P2 strategies in the by-product
areas of the plant. As with the bag houses, voluntary preventative measures were also

taken to enhance systems within the by-products area. While not required by regulations,
two major storage facilities, light oil and excess liquid, were voluntarily sealed using gas-



blanketing technologies. In order for the enhanced systems to comply with applicable
regulations, new and more extensive O&M requirements were necessary.

Title V Major Source Operating Permit Evaluation

The Air Pollution Control Program of Jefferson County, Alabama received interim
approval by EPA to evaluate and issue Title V Major Source Operating Permits on
December 15, 1995. The Air Pollution Control Program received full approval by EPA
on October 29, 2001. Chapter 18 of the Regulations contains the rules and regulations
pertaining to the issuance of Title V Major Source Operating Permits.

ABC Coke is located in an area (Jefferson County, Alabama) which is classified as an
attainment area for all National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).

The facility is an actual major source of PM emissions, SOx emissions, CO emissions,
VOC emissions, NOx emissions, and single/combination HAP emissions. Coke oven
emissions are the predominant HAP emissions. Refer to Appendix D of the Regulations
for the list of regulated HAPs. Paragraph 18.1.1(q) of the air regulations defines a major
air pollution emissions source. Other HAPs emitted from this facility include a plethora
of organics, heavy metals, and polycyclic matter.

New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) — 40 CFR 60
Subpart Kb (Standards of Performance for Volatile Organic Liquid Storage Vessels

(including Petroleum Liquid Storage Vessels) for Which Construction, Reconstruction, or
Modification Commenced After July 23, 1984.)

The coke by-products manufacturing plant contains several storage vessels (per Title V
application). They are as follows:

| 5y T Tanks IDERIE. '+ | Gy ProductiStorageita¥| i+ Capacity(gallons) ]

ABCO02 Light Oil 7,600
ABCO3 Tar 172,748
ABC04 Tar 126,917
ABCO06 Residual Oil 200
ABCO7 Cylinder Oil #2 200
ABCI10 Wash Oil 13,500
ABCI13 Nalco Chlorine Enhancer 324
ABCI5 Unleaded Gasoline 1,000
ABCl6 Low Sulfur Diesel Fuel 990
ABC17 Diesel Fuel 18,000
ABCI18 Diesel Fuel 17,000
ABC22 Diesel Fuel 450

Tanks ABC04, ABC06, ABCO7, ABC17, and ABC18 were all instailed prior to the
applicability date of Subpart Kb. They, accordingly, would not be subject to this



regulation: Even though Tanks ABC02, ABC16, ABC22, and ABC15 were
installed/constructed after the applicability date of Subpart Kb, their storage capacities
are below the minimum applicable storage capacity of 40 m® and, accordingly, would not
be subject to this standard. Tank ABC13 also would not be subject because of storage
capacity. Tanks ABCO3 and ABC15 do meet the installation date and storage
requirement applicability requirements of Subpart Kb, however they do not storage
“true” volatile organic liquids and would not be subject to this standard.

Subpart Db (Standards of Performance for Industrial-Commercial-Institutional

Steam Generating Units)

The utilities plant contains several boilers (per Title V application). They are as follows:

C e e nen s on 72 BET Rated Heat Capacity (MMIBTU/Hr)
Boiler #7 204
Boiler #8 204
Boiler #9 174

Only Boiler No. 9 is subject to Subpart Db of 40 CFR 60 since it was constructed after
the applicability date. Even though Subpart Db primarily pertains to coal and oil
combustion, coke oven gas is defined as coal (per EPA determination). Boiler No. 9
combusts coke oven gas and natural gas. Accordingly, Boiler No. 9 is subject to
applicable requirements of this subpart as well as all of the following:

Pollutant Regulatory Emission Limit Applicable

Standard
Visible Emissions (VE) 20 % Opacity Section 6.1.1
Particulate Matter (PM) 24.81 tb/hr Section 6.4.1
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) 1.8 IbssMMBTU of Heat Input Section 7.1.1
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) 1.20 Ib/MMBTU of Heat Input Subpart Db
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) 193.30 Ib/hr NSR

Subpart PP (Standard of Performance for Ammonium Sulfate Manufacturing

Coke oven byproduct ammonium sulfate is produced by reacting the ammonia recovered
from coke oven off-gas through the ammonia absorber and. ammonia still. This in tumn is
reacted with sulfuric acid. In ammonium sulfate manufacturing, ammonium sulfate
crystals are formed by circulating the ammonium sulfate liquor through a water
evaporator, which thickens the solution. Ammonium sulfate crystals are separated from
the liquor in a centrifuge and dryer. The crystals, which contain about 1 to 2.5 percent
moisture by weight after the centrifuge, are fed to fluidized-bed dryers that are
continuously steam heated. Finally, the ammonium sulfate is stored in storage silos for
shipment. Air-born particulate matter is collected by 19,500 scfm baghouse.




The ammonium sulfate manufacturing process will be subject to Section 6.1.1 of the
Rules and Regulations with a 20% opacity restriction. Under Part 6.4 of the Rules and
Regulations, the process will be subject to a particulate matter restriction of 17.19 pounds
per hour emissions limit. Under the NSPS, the process will be limited to 0.30 Ib/ton
emissions rate and a 15% opacity limitation.

National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs) '

Several NESHAPs are applicable to processes/operations at the coke by-product
manufacturing plant. The following is a listing of these applicable standards:

-Subpart L (National Emission Standard for Benzene Emissions from Coke By-Products
Recovery Plant) of 40 CFR 61;

-Subpart V (National Emission Standard for Equipment Leaks (Fugitive Emission
Sources) of 40 CFR 61;

-Subpart FF (National Emission Standard for Benzene Waste Operations) of 40 CFR 61;
-Subpart L (National Emission Standard for Coke Oven Batteries) of 40 CFR 63; and

-Subpart CCCCC (National Emission Standard for Coke Ovens: Pushing, Quenching, and
Battery Stacks) of 40 CFR 63.

-Subpart ZZZZ (National Emission Standard stationary reciprocating internal combustion
engines(RICE)).

With respect to the finalized NESHAP standards, ABC Coke is currently in compliance.

Jefferson County Department of Health Air Pollution Countrol Rules and
Regulations

Parts of the Rules and Regulations are applicable to processes at the coke by-products
manufacturing plants, and utilities manufacturing plant. They are listed as follows:

- Part 6.3 — Control of Particulate Emissions — Fuel Buring Equipment

- Part 6.4 - Control of Particulate Emissions - Process Industries - General

- Part 6.9 - Control of Particulate Emissions — Coke Ovens

- Part 7.1 - Contro!l of Sulfur Compound Emissions — Fuel Combustion

- Part 8.3 - Control of Volatile Organic Compound Emissions — Loading and Storage of
vOoC

- Part 8.26 - Control of Volatile Organic Compound Emissions - Leaks from Coke By-
Product Recovery Plant Equipment

- Part 8.27 - Control of Volatile Organic Compound Emissions — Emissions from Coke
By-Product Recovery Plant Coke Oven Gas Bleeder



The facility’s operations are actual major sources of HAP emissions. A major source of
HAP emissions is defined in Subdivision 18.1.1(q)(1)(i) of the air regulations as having
HAP emissions of 10 tons or more per year of any single HAP and 25 tons or greater for
any combination of HAP emissions that are found on the

list of 188 compounds in section 112(b) of the Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA)
enacted in November of 1990. Refer to Appendix D of the air regulations for this same
list of HAPs. The facility’s individual HAP emissions are listed in the permit
applications.

Permit Conditions
The proposed emissions units are as follows:

Emissions Unit Description of Emissions Units

No.

001 Boiler No. 9, NSPS, Part 60, Subpart Db

002 Coke Battery No. 6 — Coking and Charging, NESHAP, Part 63,
Subpart L, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

003 Coke Battery No. 5 — Coking and Charging, NESHAP, Part 63,
Subpart L, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

004 Coke Battery No. 1 — Coking and Charging, NESHAP, Part 63,
Subpart L, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

005 Coke By-Products Recovery Plant with Gas Blanketing, NESHAP,
Part 61, Subparts FF, L, and V

007 Underfire Stack No. 4 Associated with Coking Batteries Nos. 5 and
6, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

008 Underfire Stack No. 1 Associated with Coking Battery No. 1,
NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

018 South Coke Quenching Tower, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

019 Boiler No. 8

020 Boiler No. 7

024 North Coke Quenching Tower, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

031 Flare

032 Coke Pushing Operations of Coking Batteries Nos. 1, 5 and 6,
NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart CCCCC

034 Ammonium Sulfate Manufacture, NSPS, Part 60, Subpart PP

035 Emergency Generator No. |, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart ZZZZ

036 Emergency Generator No. 2, NESHAP, Part 63, Subpart ZZZZ

The facility is an actual major source of PM, VOC, SOx, CO, NOx, and HAP emissions
and is subject to the requirements of Chapter 18, entitled “Major Source Operating
Permits,” of the air regulations. It will comply with the requirements of Chapter 18 by
obtaining an operating permit. The Title V Operating Permit will have 15 individual
emissions unit sections. Each regulated emission unit and the applicable regulations of
the proposed Title V Major Source Operating Permit are itemized as follows:
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